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Current Topics. 
The New Rules as to Lancashire Business, 
WE PRINT elsewhere a set of new rules relating to business 


§ . R 
| in Manchester and Liverpool which may be extended also to any 
| other places which the Lord Chancellor may direct. Under ord. 





36, rr. 17 and 18, a distinction is made between London and 
Middlesex business and business in the provinces in respect of 
Notice*of trial for the metropolis does not 
| operate for any particular sittings. The notice is given and the 
|case set down, and it is taken when the course of business 
| permits. In the provinces the notice operates for the first day of 


notice of trial. 


| the following assizes, but rule 18A made special provision for 
| Manchester and Liverpool, so as to allow the notice to operate for 
| the 2nd, 3rd or 4th day of the assizes, where it cannot be given 
| in time for the first. ‘The rules now issued introduce a change 
| which makes rule 18A unnecessary, and it is accordingly annulled. 
| In future Manchester and Liverpool will rank with London and 
| Middlesex in regard to notice of trial ; that is, the notice will 
| not operate for any particular assizes, but will be a continuous 
| notice, and the case will be taken in its order in the list. The 
effect is to place Manchester and Liverpool business on the same 
| footing as business in London, and the hearing of the lists will 
| be proceeded with as often as there are judges available. The 
| same plan may be applied to other places by the Lord Chancellor. 
| It is possible that the change will have a very important effect 
'in placing provincial business on the same footing as London 


| business. 


| The Sittings of the King’s Bench Division. 

| More THAN a fortnight has elapsed since the commence- 
ment of the sittings of the King’s Bench Division, but the lists 
shew few signs of satisfactory progress, and complaints are made 
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by many practitioners that business is in a languid conditior- 
Cases which upon the eve of the Vacation were not far down in 
the paper are still unheard, and the briefs in subsequent cases are 
of course undelivered. It is not reasonable to expect that six- 
teen judges should be equally endowed with energy, learning and 
ability, and those who fall behind their colleagues encounter 
sharp criticism. We are unwilling to join in these criticisms, 
but we cannot but think that cases are tried with more deliber- 
ation, and with less regard to the value of time, than in the 
days of judges who have passed away. The Long Vacation, the 
Kaster, Whitsuntide, and Christmas Vacations would in any other 
office but that of a judge be considered extremely liberal, and 
it must be remembered that very little work is done on Saturdays ; 
that the judges do not sit till 11 o’clock on Mondays, and that 
they occasionally on other days are released from their duties 
owing to the accidental failure of business. There are, of course, 
the sittings of the Central Criminal Court. But even if these 
sittings and those of the Vacation judges are taken into account, 
we have some difficulty in seeing how the time of sixteen judges 
is disposed of. Any arrangement by which the number of 
judges sitting at nisi prius could be permanently increased 
would materially promote the dispatch of business. 


The Land Transfer Commission. 


WE REMARKED last week that the circular issued by this 
Commission inviting evidence from the public appeared to have 
failed to produce any witnesses, and that the Commission 
were now allowing Mr. BricKDALE to reply to and attempt 
to confute the evidence given against the system of com- 
pulsory registration of title—that is, to have the last word. 
Both statements were practically correct; if we are rightly 
informed, a single witness only responded to the invitation, and 
the Land Registrar is busily engaged in attempting to explain 
away the objections raised to his system. But though the 
proceedings of the Commission in the above respects, as well as 
m printing only the evidence given in favour of the system (to 
which we did not refer last week), have been somewhat unusual, 
it is not to be assumed that they indicate the slightest bias or un- 
fairness on the part of the Commission. We learn from a source 
worthy of the highest confidence that Mr. BRICKDALE’s evidence 
was printed solely to enable the law societies to have before them 
the case they had to meet ; that the invitation to the public was 
made as much in the interest of the objectors to the system as of 
its advocates, and that the recalling of Mr. BRicKDALE at the 
close of the evidence was necessary, since he could not be 
constantly summoned to answer the queries of the Commission 
after each hostile witness had given evidence; and it was also 
felt that in fairness he should be allowed an cpportunity of 
explaining the portions of his evidence which had been attacked. 
Let, therefore, “suspicion sleep at wisdom’s gate.” 


The Authority of Decisions, 


From A recent expression of opinion in the Court of Appeal 
it might be inferred that a judge is bound to follow the decision 
of a judge of co-ordinate jurisdiction, whatever his own view 
may be. The point arose in Fe Fieldwick (1909, 1 Ch. 1), where 
PARKER, J., had followed the decision of KEKEWICH, J., in Re 
Amn (1894, 1 Ch. 549). These cases referred to the liahility of 
property passing under a general power of appointment by a 
married woman to satisfy, after her death, her contract made 
before 1893, without proof that she had separate property at the 
date of the contract. KEKEWICH, J., held in Re Ann that such 
property was liable. In Ze Fieldwick this was overruled, but the 
Master of the Rolls said :—“ The learned judge followed, and as 
a judge of first instance he was quite right in following, the 
decision of KEKEWICH, J., in Re Ann without expressing an 
opinion upon it.” It is interesting to compare with this the 
judicial difference of opinion which led up to Le Hadley (1909, 1 
Ch. 20) on property passing to the executor “as such.” In Re 
Treasure (1900, 2 Ch. 648) KEKEWICH, J., held that it did not so 
pass ; in Le Moore (1901, 1 Ch. 691) Bucktey, J., held that it 
did, and got over He Treasure by saying the point need not have 
been decided there. In Re Maddock (1901, 2 Ch. 372) KrkEwicu 
J., stuck to his former decision and left the matter to the Court 





of Appeal. Clearly ic was then at large as far as the judges of 
first instance were concerned, and it is unnecessary to refer to 
the other six cases in which the judges of the Chancery Division 
gradually ranged themselves on the opposing sides. But it is 
clear that the passive following of a co-ordinate judge which was 
commended in Jie Fieldwick was not adopted on the moot 
question of executors “as such.” In fact, we take it, a judge 
of first instance is bound to exercise his own judgment on a point 
which bas not yet been before a higher court, and his attitude 
to another judge’s decision should be one of deference, and not 
of sequence. Of course, where a decision has been accepted for 
many years as a guide to conveyancing practice, the case is 
different, but then it will probably be regarded a3 incapable of 
reversal even by the Court of Appeal. 


Our Judicial System. 


IN THE current number of the National Review a “Law 
Reporter” indulges in an elaborate grumble at the failure of the 
Judicature Acts to simplify and cheapen procedure ; and he is 
particularly severe on the Court of Appeal as compared with the 
old Exchequer Chamber. In his view the advantage of the 
latter tribunal was that it consisted, not of judges whose only 
business was appeal work, but of judges of first instance collected 
for the time being out of two of the common law courts to 
revise the decisions of the third. With this arrangement he com- 
pares the constitution of the present Court of Appeal, in which 
the judges take only appeal work, and in which, as a rule, the 
equity branch is made up of two equity judges and one common 
law judge, and in the common law branch the proportion is reversed. 
The foreign member the critic regards as out of place, and he 
quotes BRAMWELL, L.J., as saying: “ As I know nothing of the 
subject before the court, and am hardly familiar with tbe tech- 
nical !anguage to which I have been listening, I can only express 
my respectful concurrence with the judgments which have been 
delivered.” If, in fact, Lord BRAMWELL ever said this, it was 
hardly to his credit, and certainly no appellate judge would now 
venture on such aremark. A judge who has reached the bench 
can no more afford to be ignorant of either equity or common law 
than an ordinary practising member of eitber branch of the 
profession. There are specialists, of course, in particular 
branches of the law, and in the Court of Appeal, as else- 
where, deference should be paid to experts in that particular 
branch. But a judge cannot afford to profess ignorance 
of half the civil law, nor is there in the above respect any real 
objection to the constitution of the Court of Appeal. It is perhaps 
sometimes forgotten that it was the common practice in the old 
Court of Chancery for the Lord Chancellor to sit with common law 
judges ,as advisers, and it is difficult to suppose that in those 
days—the practice, we believe, lasted for over a century— 
common law judges were ignorant of equity. They knew 
equity well enough, and towards the end of the eighteenth century 
some were eager to introduce the system into the common law 
courts. The Judicature Acts a hundred years later effected 
what Lord MANSFIELD and Mr. Justice BULLER attempted in 
vain. But while we cannot agree with the strictures of the 
‘“‘ Law Reporter ” on the Court of Appeal, there is much in his 
paper as to other departments of our judicial system which 
affords instructive reading ; in particular as to the anomalous 
distribution of jurisdiction between the High Court and the 
county courts. 


The Spread of Noxious Weeds. 


THe WEEDS and Agricultural Seeds (Ireland) Bill, to prevent 
the spread of noxious weeds in Ireland, and to make provision 
for the testing of agricultural seeds, brought in by Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, is an interesting attempt to extend the liability of the 
occupiers of land for nuisance. In the case of Giles v. Walker (24 
Q. B. D. 656), decided nearly twenty years ago, the liability of 
the occupier of land to periodically cut the thistles naturally 
growing on his land so as to prevent them from seeding was 
considered by a Divisional Court of the King’s Bench Division. 
The defendant, a farmer, occupied land which originally had been 
forest land, but which had, some years prior to 1883, when the 





defendant’s occupation of it commenced, been brought into culti- 
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vation. The forest land prior to cultivation did not bear thistles, 
but immediately upon its being cultivated thistles sprang up all 
over it. The defendant neglected to mow the thistles periodic- 
ally so as to prevent them from seeding, and in the years 1887 
and 1888 there were thousands of thistles on his land in full seed. 
The consequence was that the thistle seeds were blown by the 
wind in large quantities on to the adjoining land of the plaintiff, 
where they took root and did damage. In an action in the county 
court, the jury found that in omitting to cut the thistles the 
defendant had been guilty of negligence. Judgment was entered 
for the plaintiff, but on appeal the Divisional Court stopped 
the counsel for the defendant and set aside the judgment, holding 
that there was no duty as between adjoining occupiers to cut 
the thistles, which were the natural growth of the soil. The 
object of the Irish Bill is to amend this condition of the law. By 
clause 1 (1), the Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland may, with the consent of the council of 
any county, make an order declaring that throughout any 
county ali plants of any species to which the section applies are | 
noxious weeds for the purposes of this part of the proposed 
Act. (2) The plants to which the section applies are ragwort, 
charlock, coltsfoot, thistle and dock, and the order may include 
all or any of those species. By clause 2, where the department 
are satisfied that there arc noxious weeds growing upon any 
land, they may serve upon the occupier of the land notice in 
writing requiring him to cut down or destroy the weeds, and if 
any occupier upon whom notice is served fails to carry out the 
requirements of the notice he is liable to a penalty. The object 
of the Bill—which might well be extended to England—is te put 
a stop to the mischief caused by iule or negligent tenants who 
allow their lands-to he overgrown with noxious weeds, the seeds 
of which spread upon the property of their neighbours. 


Is Death by Lightning an Accident under the 
Workmen's Compensation Act ? 


CLAIMS UNDER the Workmen’s Compensation Act continue to 
increase, and one which recent!y came before the Brighton 
County Court p esented features of novelty. The widow of a 
farm labourer woo was killed by lightning on the 7th of July 
applied for compensation from the tenant of the farm. The 
deveased, at the tme of the thunderstorm, was engaged in 
planting cabbages on an exposed part of the South Downs near 
Brighton, and it was contended, on behalf of the claimant, that it 
was necessary that the cabbages should be planted when the 
ground was wet ; that the soil was naturally deep and heavy, 
affording an attraction to lightning ; and that the deceased, 
while crouching down and seeking to obtain any shelter that 
might be available, would be an attraction for the electric fluid. 
It would seem that upon these facts two questions arose : First, 
was the death of the claimant’s husband caused by an injury 
received through an accident? Secondly, if the answer to the 
previous question was in the affirmative, did the accident arise 
out of, and in the course of, his employment? With regard to 
the first question, if we take the definition of accident as 
‘anything that happens without foresight or expectation, an un- 
usual event, which proceeds from some unknown cause, or is an 
unusual effect of a kuown cause, a casualty, a contingency ” 
(Murray’s Oxford Dictionary, “ Accident” ),-we may reasonably 
come to the conclusion that the death by lightning was a death by 
“accident.” The more important question remains—Did the 
accident arise out of, and in the course of, the deceased man’s em- 
ployment? Could it be said that but for the labour in which he 
was engaged, and but for his presence on the land of his employer, 
there would have been no accident?’ The county court judge 
held that it had not been shewn that the deceased was subject 
to any special risk greater than that of any other person who 
might have happened to be exposed to the storm, and that con- 
sequently it could not be said that the accident arose out of his 
employment. We see no reason for dissenting from this de- 
cision. Death from lightning is tolerably common, but the 


reason why one man is struck by the electric fluid in preference 


Void and Voidable Marriages. 


WHEN A marriage is either declared void or discovered to be 
void, questions arise with respect to the property rights of the 
parties, if any gift or settlement has been made on the occasion 
of the marriage ceremony being performed. The subject of the 
effect on a settlement of a marriage being declared void was 
dealt with in these columns on the 5th of December, 1908 (53 
SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, 93), and we then said: “ The true rule 
appears to be that a marriage settlement does come to an end 
'when the marriage is void (and not merely voidable), and a 
decree is made declaring the marriage null or void, but that the 
settlement does not come to an end when a marriage, originally 
voidable only, is annulled or dissolved.” Marriages, in fact, 
which are not really, or are no longer, marriages may be classified 
either as void and voidable, or else as dissolved and annulled. 
Notwithstanding the dictum of the Court of Appeal in Dormer v. 
Ward (1901, P. 20), the better classification seems to be into void 
and voidable where property rights are concerned, This is illus- 
trated by a recent case before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON: see 
Dunbar v. Dunbar (Times, October 22nd). The marriage 
there had been declared null. <A gift had been made by 
the husband to the wife, which ordinarily would have consti- 
tuted an “advancement ” to her, a house having been purchased 
by him and conveyed into their joint names. The wife now, 
after the decree for nullity, claimed to be entitled as joint tenant. 
She was met with the defence that, the marriage having been 
declared a nullity from its inception, the doctrine of advance- 
ment had ceased to apply, and she was to be considered merely 
as a trustee for her former husband of her undivided moiety. 
But it was held that the lady was entitled to succeed, and that 
there was no distinction between dissolution and nullity for this 
purpose. The annulled marriage was voidable only, and but for 
the decree would not have been void. Thus, the ratio decidendi 
of the judgment in this case is that the true distinction is be- 
tween void and voidable marriages, and not between dissolved 
and annulled marriages. Where a marriage is absolutely void, 
and, in fact, no marriage at all, different considerations altogether 
may apply, and a gift to the so-called wife may sometimes be up- 
held merely on the ground that it is a transfer of property com- 
pletely vested ia the donee. Of this an illustration is afforded 
by Ayerst v. Jenkins (L. R. 16 Eq. 275), a decision of Lord SEL- 
BORNE in 1873. Where there is not, and never has been, any real 
relation of husband and wife, there can, of course, be no question 
of advancement. 


Intricacy and Difficulty of Criminal 
Procedure in the United States. 

Mr. CHARLES W. Morsg, a wealthy American speculator, was 
tried some time ago before Mr. Justice Houau, of the Supreme 
Court of New York, on charges of misappropriating money of the 
National Banking Association and making false entries in the 
books of the bank with respect to the ownership of certain stocks 
and shares. He was convicted and sentenced to fifteen years’ 
imprisonment, and has since appealed to the United States Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals on the ground of misdirection by the judge 
who tried the case. The appeal has been dismissed, the court 
sustaining the verdict and upholding ten of the fifty-three counts 
on which the defendant was convicted by the jury. Some obser- 
vations which were made in the judgment of the court are worthy 
of consideration by those interested in the criminal procedure of 
this country. The court accept the view of the defendant’s coun 
sel, that a jury was not a proper body to deal with so complicated 
acase. ‘If the jury,” they say, “experienced the same difficulty 
as this court in adapting the voluminous proof to the various 
charges they must have found the task a most arduous and per- 
plexing one. To meeta multiplicity of charges depending upon 
technical knowledge requires the employment of experts and the 
outlay of large sums of money, which in the case of a poor man 
might almost amount toa denial of justice. These considerations, 
if presented to Congress, may induce some action for the amend- 
ment of the law, but as it now stands, there seems to be no limit 
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to others in his immediate neighbourhood is still somewhat 
obscure, and cannot easily be referred to any particular employ- 
ment. 


to the number of counts which a person accused of similar bank- 
ing offences may be required to meet.” The court, in dealing 
with the objection that there had been a misdirection by the judge, 
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go on to say: “In an unusually protracted trial, depending upon a 
wilderness of figures, and during which a vast number of compli- 
cated transactions were investigated, it is not unnatural that mis- 
takes should have been made, neither is it surprising that judges 
removed from the excitement of the forum, who have time to 
examine the events of the trial as they appear in cold type, should 
have discovered some rulings which may be open to criticism, 
but we are convinced that ne material error has been shewn.” 
English lawyers who are familiar with the investigation of mercan- 
tile frauds will find in their experience much to support the 
opinion of the American court. 


Non-political Attorney-Generals. 


Ir 1s stated that, after being only two days in office, the Labour 
Ministry formed in Tasmania has resigned. No member of the 
party possessed the legal qualifications for the post of Attorney- 
General. We may assume from this statement that there is 
nothing in the Constitution of Tasmania to render the office of 
Attorney-General non-political. Those who are familiar with the 
{nglish Parliamentary Debates are aware that the Attorney- 
General possesses, as an almost invariable rule, a seat in the 
House of Commons, and renders advice and assistance to the 
different departments of the Government in the discussion of the 
Bills introduced by them, and that he is also prepared on occasion 
to answer questions affecting the Department of Justice. But 
these duties are regulated by the usage of Parliament. The 
definition of Attorney-General in the legal text-books is a law 
officer of State appointed by letters patent and selected from the 
King’s Counsel, who is the only legal representative of the Crown 
in the courts. His duties are to exhibit informations, to prosecute 
for the Crown in criminal matters, to conduct proceedings in 
revenue causes, and generally to appear and act in all legal pro- 
ceedings, and in all courts, where the interests of the Crown are 
in question. These legal duties might, of course, be transacted by 
a non-political officer who does not retire upon a change of the 
Ministry, and it will be remembered that, until Sir HENEAGE 
FINCH was appointed Attorney-General in 1670, no member of the 
House of Commons appointed tv this office was allowed to retain his 
seat. In some of the principal colonies attempts have been made 
to render the office of Attorney-General non-political, on the 
ground, amongst others, that in the conduct of state prosecutions 
the interests of justice are jeopardized by the combination of 
policy and law in the persons who conduct state prosecutions. 


The Origin of the Attorney-General. 


THE POSITION of the Attorney-General as the chief law officer 
of the Crown is familiar enough in modern times, and from the 
account of the origin of the office which is given by Mr. Hucu 
BEwLOT in an article inthe current number of the Law Quarterly 
Tteview, it seems that the office has been held singly since the 
year 1472, but before that date the attorneyship to the King 
was an office which might be held by several at the same time, 
though the persons so appointed are distinguishable from the 
attorneys whom private individuals appointed to represent them 
atlaw. An attorney in a suit was originally on a footing similar 
to that of an attorney acting as agent under a power. He 
only appeared in court in the absence of his principal. The 
appointment was made in court, and the attorney could only be 
removed by leave of the court. Later, an attorney could be 
appointed, not only for a particular case, but for suits generally, 
and hence the phrase ‘attorney-general,” which is found in a 
certificate signed by the four attorneys-general of the Duke of 
Norrotk in his banishment in 1398, and which is introduced by 
SHAKESPEARE in Richard II., actii., sc. 1, A further step in the 
development of the attorney as a legal personage was taken 
when attorneys were required to have a professional qualification. 
‘“‘ Attorneys-at-law,” says Mr. BeExiot, “did not constitute a 
close professional class till the fifteenth century,” but meanwhile 
the distinction between counsel and attorneys was becoming 
established. ‘“ At the commencement of the Year Books ”—in 
1292—“ it is clear that if the client was absent he was repre- 
sented as a rule by counsel and attorney ; if he were present by 
counsel only without the intervention of an attorney.” Thus 
the attorney more especially represents the client, and the plead- 





‘an advertising station. 


ing is in general left to counsel, whether serjeants or apprentices. 
But when the King appeared by attorney, as in practice he was 
bound to do, the attorney took a different position and prose- 
cuted the suit as counsel. Mr. BELLoT quotes numerous in- 
stances in which there are different attorneys appearing and 
carrying on suits for the Crown at the same time in different 
places. There were three or four towards the end of the reign 
of Epwarp I., who received an annual payment of £20. And 
this multiplication of the office continued for about two cen- 
turies, each attorney being appointed generally. Towards 
the end of the time the appointment is made for life, and 
the number of joint occupants of the office diminishes. Then 
the Solicitor-General appears on the scene, so called because he 
was more concerned with Chancery practice. Mr. BELLOT sums 
up the matter by saying: ‘From one out of many King’s 
Counsel, the Attorney-General became the first and only King’s 
Counsel, and so head of the English bar.” 


Contribution between Wrongdoers, 

THE DOCTRINE laid down in Merryweather v. Nizon (8 T.R. 
186), that, as between joint wrongdoers themselves, one who has 
been sued alone and compelled to pay the whole damages has 
no right to indemnity or contribution from the other, was 
criticized by some of the law lords who took part in the 
decision in Palmer v. Wick and Pulteneytown Steam Shipping Co. 
(1894, A. C. 318), in which it was held that no such rule exists 
in Scotland. Lord HerscHet, L.C., said, however (p. 324), 
“It is now too late to question that decision in this country.” 
The Court of Appeal for Ontario, in Sutton v. Town of Dundas 
and Others (17 Ontario Law Rep. 556), had recently occasion 
to consider this law in a case where «judgment had been 
recovered against two of the defendants, a town corporation 
and an electric company, for damages caused by contact 
with a live wire in a street of the town. At the trial 
it appeared that the damage was due to separate acts 
of negligence on the part of the two defendants, the com- 
bined effect of which was to bring about the result. It was 
held that the corporation was not entitled at common law to 
contribution or indemnity from the electric company, and that the 
rule against contribution between wrongdoers has not been 
qualified to the extent of entitling one who is himself a wilful 
or negligent wrongdoer to indemnity from another involved 
with him in causing the injury or wrong in respect of which 
judgment had gone against them. Mr. Justice OSLER, in giving 
judgment, takes occasion to observe that he thought the Scottish 
law on the subject was the more reasonable, but that the court 
could not introduce it by judicial decision. 


Value of Land Over Which There is a Public 
Right of Way. 

Part OF the definition of a highway, or a passage upon which 
all the members of the public are entitled to pass and repass, is 
that, subject to the right which has been conferred on the 
public, the owner retains his right of property in the land. The 
inexperienced law student has some difficulty, after reading this 
definition, in seeing how this owner’s right of property can, in 
the absence of minerals, have any appreciable value ; but 
he finds, after reading further, that *there may be a dedica- 
tion of a way subject to the right of the owner of the soil 
to plough it up periodically in due course of husbandry, and 
that the owner may reserve the right of putting up gates, 
if reasonably necessary, for the use of his farm. Evidence 
of the value of the landowner’s residuary rights was fur- 
nished by the recent sale by auction of a freehold at Kew, 
between the Thames and the Green, which a purchaser would 
be quite unable to develop in the ordinary way, for it happened 
to be a roadway over which there was a right of way, and it 
was therefore impossible to erect any building upon it. It is 
stated, however, that as the land was close to the new bridge at 
Kew, and immediately opposite to the steps leading to and from 
the bridge, the roadway would certainly prove of great value as 
The ingenuity of advertising agents is 
great, and it may be not beyond their powers to give value to 
an interest in land which would otherwise be struck with sterility. 
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The Longevity of Solicitors’ Firms. 

WE REFERRED last week, with reference to Mr. CoLLYEr- 
BrisTow’s death, to the pedigree of the firm of Collyer-Bristow, 
Curtis, Booth, Birks, & Langley, extending in unbroken succession 
of partners over somewhere about 160 years. Another remarkable 
instance of longevity—remarkable in several ways—has come to 
our knowledge and is recorded at the Law Society, namely, that 
of Messrs. Janson, Cobb, Pearson, & Co. The business was first 
established in 1728, over 180 years ago, at Basinghall-street, and 
at any rate since 1763, it has been carried on by a succession of 
partners, save from 1774 to 1780 when it was carried on by a 
surviving or continuing partneralone. From 1866 down to 1900 
the business was carried on at Finsbury-circus, and since the last 
mentioned year at College-hill. Mr. F. H. JANSON, the present 
head of the firm, is admittedly the oldest solicitor in England 
taking out a certificate, and he joined the firm (then Messrs. 
Smith, Bayley, & Janson) in 1836—no less than seventy-three 
years ago. ‘This is certainly a remarkable record. 


The Law Society’s ‘ Moot.” 

THE GOVERNMENT may be relieved to hear that Mr. ARTHUR 
CoHEN, K.C., after hearing arguments by students of the Law 
Society on the question whether the collection of taxes on the 
strength of a resolution only of the House of Commons was legal, 
positively declined to deliver judgment, and the tax collectors are 
therefore left at liberty to continue the practice denounced as 
illegal on behalf of the plaintiffs in the proceedings. The sub- 


ject selected for the first ‘‘ moot” was certainly an interesting | 


one, and the question appears to have been argued with becom- 
ing gravity and zeal by the law students. We are only sorry 
that the Court should have found itself unable to pronounce a 
decision. Instances of declining jurisdiction are not, however, 
uncommon in co-ordinate Courts. 





The New Rule for Service Out of 


the Jurisdiction. 
(ORD. 11, Rr. 8A.) 


THERE appears to be some controversy as to the effect of the 
new rule extending the powers of the court to direct service of 
proceedings in foreign countries. Inasmuch as in one view it is 
an exceedingly important innovation, we propose to consider 
what is the true construction. The rule is ord. 11, r. 8A 
(R. S. C. Aug. 1909, r. 1), and is as follows :— 


“ The court or a judge may direct that any summons, order, 


or notice shall be served on any party or person in a foreign 
country, and the procedure prescribed by ord. 11, r. 8, with 
respect to service of notice of a writ of summons shall apply to 


the service of any summons, order, or notice so directed to be | 


served.” 

It may be assumed that the new procedure is intended to meet 
some practical difficulties which have arisen ; and it is a sound 
canon of interpretation of a statutory rule to consider what was 
the state of the law before ; what were the defects of that law, 
and how far the new rule effectively deals with them. 

Shortly the previous law was this.—Order 11 is a complete code 
of service out of the jurisdiction ; all former practice is superseded 
by it ; and the court can only direct service out of the jurisdic- 
tion in cases. which come within it (fe Eager, 22 Ch. D. 86; Re 
Cliff, 1895, 2 Ch. 21). The only cases which come within it are 
writs of summons and proceedings which are equivalent to such 
write, i.¢., counterclaims and third-party notices ; and these are 
dealt with by service or service of notice according as the party 
to be served is a British or foreign subject. And, by rule 8, 
shortly stated, if notice of a writ is to be served in a foreign 
country which has made a convention with this country to that 
effect, then the notice is to be served through the Foreign Office. 
Such countries are here referred to as “ foreign-office countries,” 
and are at present only Germany and Russia. The defects of 
this state of the law were many and troublesome, from the point 


In the first place, many proceedings are initiated otherwise 
than by writ, ¢.7., by originating summons, motion or petition : 
none of which could be served in a foreign country. The conse- 
quence has been that often the simpler and cheaper remedy of 
originating summons has had to be foregone, and a writ issued, in 
actions for administration of estates or trusts, foreclosure or 
redemption of mortgages, and other like matters, where a 
necessary defendant is abroad, for no other reason than that 
service abroad is required, possibly upon only one of several 
defendants. 
| In the second place, there is a whole class of actions, includ- 
| ing administration, partition, debenture-holders’ actions, '&ec., 
| where notice of the judgment has to be served on persons not 
| parties to the action but beneficially interested, and after service 
| bound by the judgment. Service of that notice has not been 
possible under order 11, and many a deadlock would have 
arisen but that the courts have been driven to hold that any 
informal notice will suffice to justify their proceeding with 
administration and distribution of property under their control : 
and have allowed notice by registered letter or otherwise. But 
this is at best a way of necessity; it may almost be called a 
subterfuge. 

In the third place, there was no provision for service abroad of 
orders requiring personal service. A defendant abroad might be 
served with a writ, and might either appear or make default. 
If he appears, he gives an address for service at which all ordinary 
summonses, orders and notices may be served ; if he makes default, 
provision is made for filing in lieu of service. But an order for an 
injunction or a mandatory order requiring personal service 
remains ineffective, even where some effect might be given to it 
by sequestration of property in this country, on disobedience after 
service. And this difficulty is felt no less in foreign-office 
countries than in others. 

To this state of things the new rule has to be applied. ‘The 
court may direct any summons, order or notice to be served on 
any party or person in a foreign country.” If the rule had 
stopped there, it would seem that there could be no doubt. Here 
is provision for almost everything that was lacking—originating 
or other summonses, notice of originating or other motions, 
notice of judgment on persons not parties, orders requiring 
personal service, or other orders. The only matter not expressly 
provided for is a petition ; but possibly the court might direct 
notice of a petition to be served abroad. 

But it appears to be suggested in some quarters that the 
| latter part of the rule cuts down its application, and confines its 
| operation to foreign-office countries under rule 8. The words 
| are “and the procedure prescribed by rule 8 shall apply to the 
| service of any summons, order, or notice so directed to be 
served.” 

There seem to be three arguments in support of this narrower 
construction : 

(1) The process of service through* the foreign office is made 
to apply to all summonses, &c., directed to be served ; and this 
process cannot be applied in other countries because it does not 
exist. (2) No provision is made for the process of service in other 
countries, and therefore it cannot be effective. (3) The new rule 
is not numbered 9, as it might have been ; but 84, as if it were 
a corollary only to rule 8. 

We conceive that there are sufficient answers to all these 
arguments. : 

As to (1)—the foreign office process is not made applicable to a// 
summonses, &c., but to any summons, &c. And so much was necess- 
ary to make the new rule effective within those countrfes which 
raise these juridical and diplomatic difficulties about process of 
foreign service upon their own subjects. Rule 8 onlysupplies special 
machinery for service, after leave to serve has been given : if leave 
has been given to serve in such a country, then the machinery is 
to apply ; but if the leave has been given for another country 
rule 8 does not apply at all. Rule 8A 1s quite consistent with a 
similar special and general applicability to foreign office countries 
| and other countries. 

As to (2)—if the argument were sound, it would also apply to 
service of a writ, or notice of a writ, in other countries. No provi- 











of view of English procedure. We may indicate some of them. 


| sion is made by order 11 for the method of service of a writ in other 
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countries, or indeed in the foreign-office countries. And the only 
provision for service of notice of a writ is that it shall be served 
in the same manner as a writ—which is not specially provided for. 
For the purpose of proceedings in the English courts it is tacitly 
assumed that a writ is to ba served abroad as it is in England. 
May it not also be tacitly assumed that service of a summons, 
order, or notice may be served abroad as in England? No 
juridical or diplomatic objection has been taken in the case of 
writs or notices of writs in other countries ; nor is it likely to be 
taken in the case of other processes. It may, however, be con- 
ceded that if notice of these processes is to be served on foreigners 
in lieu of the documents themselves, it would have been more 
prudent to have made some express provision, following the pre- 
cedent of rules 6 and 7 of the same order. But it would seem 
that, in the absence of such provision, the ordinary English pro- 
cedure should suffice for the English courts. Further, a direction 
of the court has to be obtained, and the order directing service 
may, in case of doubt or difficulty, provide for the method of 
service. 

As to (3)—the only answer is that it is not important, and 
was probably the result of inadvertence in not observing 
that rule 8 was the |.st rule of order 11. 

It appears to be also alleged in favour of the narrower construc- 
tion that the rule was in fact made in response to a demand fora 
process of service of orders for injunctions in a foreign-office 
country. Whether this be so or not, we cannot say ; but, if so, 
the immediate motive or object of any persons who may have 
applied for a new rule must, it is submitted, be irrelevant to the 
interpretation of it ; and in fact the rule is certainly extended 
beyond that object. And it may be asked with some cogency— 
Why should the Rule Committee, faced with all the defects of 
the existing law which affect all foreign countries, make a rule 
for the special case only of those which we have called foreign- 
office countries ? There would seem to be no reason, and unless 
the rule is overwhelmingly precise in that direction, it would 
surely be wrong so to construe it. 
that direction, it is at best a little ambiguous, and itis submitted 
that the true construction of rule 8A, as incorporating rule 8, 
is as follows : 

“The court or a judge may direct that any summons, &c., 
shall be served on any party or person in any foreign country ; 
and [if the service is directed to be made in a Foreign country to which 


rule 8 applies, then] the procedure prescribed by rule 8 for | 


service of notice of a writ of summons shall apply to the 

service of any summons, &c., so directed to be served.” 

This reconciles the whole of order 11, and makes provision 
for the defects in the existing law, which may not be complete, 
but is at any rate a very important amendment. The question 
here raised is of no small moment, and we shall welcome any 
further contribution which may tend to its solution. 








Notices to and Inquiries of Trustees. 


THE doctrine that an assignee of an interest in a trust fund is 
liable to lose his priority unless he gives notice of the assign- 
ment to the trustees doubtless works well from the point of view 
of intending assignees, but it has been productive of no little 
inconvenience and risk to trustees, and the difficulties which may 
arise in consequence of answering inquiries as to notice of assign- 
ments have frequently to be considered by trustees and their 
advisers. 

The reason for allowing notice to the trustees to affect the 
priority of incumbrancers has been rested on the loss which may 
be caused to a subsequent assignee, if the cestui que trust, after 
making a first assignment, is allowed to remain as apparent owner. 
The cestui que trust, said PLumER, M.R., in Dearle v. Hall (3 Russ. 
p. 13 ), “though he has in fact parted with his interest, appears 
to the world to be the complete equitable owner, and remains 
in the order, management, and disposition of the property as abso- 
lutely as ever ; so that be has it in his power to obtain by means 
of it a false and delusive credit.” This is prevented by the 
notice, “ whereby the legal holders are converted into trustees 
for the new purchaser, and are charged with responsibility 
towards him ; and the cestwi que trust is deprived of the power of 








Far from being precise in | 





carrying the same security repeatedly into the market” (p. 12). It 
was natural, when the effect of notice was stated in this form, to 
conclude that the giving of the notice was a step in completing 
the title of the assignee, and this view wes approved by Lord 
Lynpuurst in Foster v. Cockerell (3 Cl. & F., p. 476). A party, he 
said, till he gave notice to the trustees had not done everything 
to complete his title ; and no doubt for practical purp: ses this is so. 
But in Ward v. Duncombe (1893, A. C., v. 392) Lord MACNAGHTEN 
took exception to this form of expressing the rule, and pointed 
out that notice was not necessary to complete the title, though it 
was necessary to protect the assignee. “ Notice,” he said, “ does 
not render the title perfect. Notice was not even a step in the 
title until it was made so by the decision in Foster v. Cockerell. 
Apart from the rule in Dearle v. Hall (supra), an assignee of an 
equitable interest from a person capable of disposing of it has a 
perfect equitable title, though the title is no doubt subject to the 
infirmity which attaches to all equitable titles. And that 
infirmity is not, and cannot be, wholly cured by notice to the 
trustees.” 

The last remark seems to contemplate the case of a notice given 
to a trustee subsequently ceasing to be effective by the death of 
the trustee. This happened in 7'%imson v. Ramsbottom (2 Keen, 35), 
where notice had been given to only one of the trustees, and, after 
the death of that trustee, a subsequent assignee gave notice to 
the existing trustees. It was held that the latter had acquired 
priority. In Ward v. Duncombe (supra), also, there was notice to 
only one trustee, but notice of the subsequent assignment was 
given to both trustees during his life. The position, therefore, 
was that the first assignee had already acquired priority during 
the life cf the trustee to whom he gave notice, and he did not 
lose this priority on his death. At the same time Zimson v. Rams- 
bottom was adversely criticized, and in the later case of Ie Was- 
dale (1899, 1 Ch. 163) StirLine, J., declined to extend it to the 
case where an assignee had given notice to all the trustees, who 
subsequently died. The effect of this notice was not displaced 
by a notice given by a subsequent assignee to the new trustees. 
“Tt would be imposing,” said the learned judge, “ an unreason- 
able burden on assignees to hold that they are under an obliga- 
tion to give notice to every new trustee, so as to be treated 
as guilty of neglect to take reasonable precautions if they omit 
to do so.” 

But in fact, as was held in Re JVallas (1904, 2 Ch. 385), the 
question of priority does not depend upon negligence in the first 
assignee, but upon the mere fact of service of notice by the sub- 
sequent assignee. Consequently, although the delay by the first 
assignee is due to the circumstance that the fund is not yet in 
existence, or that there is no legal holder of it, so that no negli- 
gence can be imputed, yet priority is gained by an assignee who 
gives the first notice when notice is possible. 

Notwithstanding the possible doubt as to Timson v. Ramsbotiom 
(supra), it seems that that case must for the present be accepted, 
and it was treated as good law by ByRNE, J., in Freeman v. Laing 
(1899, 2 Ch. 355), and was followed by KEKEWwICH, J., in Re 
Phillips’ Trusts (1903, | Ch. 183). Whatever, therefore, may bo 
the correct way technically of stating the nature of the title 
obtained by an equitable assignment, it is clear that the title is 
precarious unless notice of the assignment is given to all the 
trustees at the date of the assignment ; and if this is done, then 
the protection thus secured is not lost by a subsequent change of 
trustees, even though none of the former trustees are left. But 
though the first assignee does not in such a case lose h's priority, 
he will suffer from the change if the new trustees pay away the 
trust fund without notice of his assignment, for in such a case 
they cannot be charged with any breach of duty: Hallows v. 
Tloyd (39 Ch. D. 686). It should be added that notice to the 
trustees only gives priority over assignments of which the 
assignee giving the notice has himself no notice, actual or con- 
structive. 

So far the matter has been looked at from the point of view of 
the assignee who gives notice and thereby gains priority. But 
it of course follows that he must first inquire whether notices have 
already been given by other assignees, and since notice to one 
trustee will be effective as long as he remains a trustee, the in- 
quiry must be made of all the trustees. Whether the trustee 
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is bound to answer, and what is the effect of his answer if he 
makes one, raises the important questions on which Low v. Bouverie 
(1891, 3 Ch. 82) is the leading case. Before that case the ruling 
authority was Burrowes v. Lock (10 Ves. 470), where it was held 
that a trustee who answered an inquiry as to incumbrances in- 
correctly was liable on the ground of misrepresentat‘on if he had 
had notice of incumbrances, although he alleged that he had 
forgotten such notice. But this decision was undermined by Peek v. 
Derry (14 App. Cas. 337), and misrepresentation is not a ground for 
liability unless it is intentional. The only way of making the 
trustee liable, apart from fraud, appears to be on the ground of 
estoppel; and if he makes a clear statement in answer to an 
inquiry, he may be prevented from subsequently alleging a state 
of facts inconsistent with that statement; that is, although by 
reason of the existence of a prior notice he may have to pay the 
fund to the assignee who gave it, yet, since he cannot allege 
against the second assignee the notice which he has stated not to 
exist, he will be bound to make the fund good to such second 
assignee. This is the result of Low v. Bouwveric. But the same 
case shews that the trustee is not bound to make any reply at all, 
and it follows from what has just been said that if he dues makes 
any reply, he can avoid liability by expressing it in such language 
as to preclude any possibility of estoppel. 

The first point was clearly put by LinpieEy, L.J. The duty 
of a trustee is limited, as regards inquiries, to giving informa- 
tion to his cestui que trust of the state of the trust funds. ‘The 
duty of a trustee is properly to preserve the trust fund, to 
pay the income and the corpus to those who are entitled to 
them respectively, and to give all his cestuis que trust, on 
demand, information with respect to the mode in which the 
trust fund bas been dealt with and where it is.” But, as Lord 
LINDLEY added, “it is no part of the duty of a trustee to 
assist his cestui gue trust in selling or mortgaging his beneficial 
interest, and in squandering or anticipating his fortune; and it 
is clear that a person who proposes to buy or lend money on it 
has no greater rights than the cestui que trust himself.” Con- 
sequently, the trustee, in answer to an inquiry as to incum- 
brances, is not bound to make any reply at all. If he does 
make a reply, then he must carefully word it so as to shew that 
it is not intended to be a direct assertion that he has received 
no notice of assignment, but merely a statement as to his own 
recollection. The difference is clearly shewn in the solicitors’ 
letter quoted in Porter v. Moore (1904, 2 Ch. 367, at p. 370). 
There the trustee’s solicitors wrote declining to give an assurance 
as to non-receipt of notices, but adding, ‘‘ we have no hesitation in 
saying that we have no recollection of having received any notice 
of charge effected by” the cestui que trust. In that case the 
intending assignee had in the meantime obtained from the trustee 
himself an assurance of non-receipt of notice and he relied on 
this as‘an estoppel, but SwINFEN Eapy, J., declined to allow this 
effect to it on the ground that the assignees had concealed the 
fact that their request for information was under the consideration 
of the trustee’s solicitors. 

We have already quoted from Low v. Bouverie the statement 
that the trustee is bound to furnish information to his cestui que 
trust as to the state of the trust property, and this, of course, is 
a well-recognized obligation of a trustee: see Ottley v. Gilby (8 
Beav. 602). A recent example of the enforcement of it is 
afforded by 2te Dartnall (1895, 1 Ch. 474). If there has been 
failure on his part to supply the information, and no undue hurry 
on the part of the cestwi que trust to commence proceedings, an 
order will be made against him with costs. But that case is 
also a warning against too great precipitancy on the part of the 
cestut que trust in adopting a hostile attitude, and before he applies 
to the court he must make sure that the trustee intends to 
withhold the required information. In Re Skinner (1904, 1 Ch. 
289) there had been an indefensible refusal to account, and the 
costs were thrown on the trustees. 








The Lord Justice Clerk and a jury in the High Court at Edinburgh, 
on Monday, says the Evening Standard, commenced the trial of David 
Brown, coal exporter, of Glasgow, in a private prosecution at the 
instance of Messrs. J. & P. Coats, Paisley. The case is stated to be 
the first private prosecution in Scotland for about 300 years, the Lord 
Advocate refusing to concur in the prosecution. 
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Lady St. Helier on Lawyers. 


THE position which Lady St. Hetrer has held in society naturally 
prevents her recently published Memoirs* from being concerned 
mainly with the people and the interests connected with her late 
husband’s_ profession, but the book contains not a few enter- 
taining passages about lawyers on the bench and off it. The short 
chapter which she devotes to “English Lawyers of Distinction” 
naturally opens with an account of the manner in which Sir 
FRANcIs JEUNE—to use the more familiar title—made his way 
at the bar. He took the prudent step of familiarizing himself wit 
the practical side of law by going for some months just after his call 
into the oftice of the firm of Baxter, Rose, & Norton, where his 
abilities obtained recognition from Mr., afterwards Sir PuHIip, 
Rose. This was the means of bringing him into speedy practice when 
he commenced the proper work of his own branch of the profession, 
but he found time to accept work on a commission to Australia to 
obtain evidence in the Tichborne case. Like all successful lawyers 
he worked extremely hard. ‘I can never,” says Lady St. HELIER, 
“remember a day when he was not at chambers early in the morning, 
not returning until late, and during the Parliamentary session ”—his 
practice included Parliamentary work—“ he hardly ever had an idle 
moment.” This, of course, is no uncommon experience. Sir FRANK 
Lockwoop’s two sketches which are given im this chapter recall 
the unhappy termination which this strenuous devotion to work may 
bring. His sudden collapse robbed the bar of its most genial member. 
“No man,” says Lady St. HELrEr, “ was probably ever more popular 
in his profession or more beloved among a host of private friends.” 
Lord WestBurRy, to go back to an earlier day, is brought on tke 








scene for a reason by no means legal or judicial. He was hoping to 
win the hand of a lady who was a near relation of Miss MACKENZIE 
—as Lady Sr. HELrer then was—and she shared the pleasures with 
which he sought to gain acceptance for his suit. “ We used to dine at 
his house in Lancaster-gate, and he took us to the opera, and was 
always planning some scheme for our amusement.” But the match 
was not to be, and these festivities came to anend. “I was sorry 
when the final decision was arrived at, and he received his cong, and 
I confess I missed him.” Lord WestBury is not always portrayed 
in so amiable alight. Lord SELBORNE is quoted as another example 
of the high pressure at which lawyers live. “He once told me that 
there were weeks during the term, while he was in the House of 
Commons, when he was working at such high pressure that he 
hardly slept at all, and yet he never seemed ll or tired, and his 
mind was as keen and fresh at the end of the week as it was at the 
beginning.” It is said, if we remember rightly, in his “ Life” that 
on one occasion he worked from Monday till Saturday without 
sleeping. But then he never let work encroach on Sunday. Sir 
GroRGE JESSEL was a frequent and welcome visitor. “ Nobody 
could be more amusing than he when he unbent and expounded 
his opinion, to anyone who was sympathetic, about the public men 
of the day, and especially his own legal brethren.” We fear the 
innuendo is too plain—‘{Conscious as we are of each other's 
infirmities,” as Lord BowENn suggested for the judges’ address to the 
late Queen. 

Mr. BENJAMIN was a great friend of Sir Francis JEUNE’s, and is 
described as one of the most brilliant lawyers of the day. He came 
to England as the hero of a lost cause, and “ was called to the bar 
and took silk within the shortest period-ever known.” An amusing 
story is told of his escape from America after the surrender of the 
Confederate army. Exhausted from wandering in the forests in his 
endeavour to find a way to the coast, he sat down under a tree to rest 
He was startled by hearing a voice, “Three cheers for Jerr Davis.” 
When it was repeated and no one appeared, he feared his strength 
was giving way and that it was a delusion. Then a large white 
parrot came out of the tree above him, and shewed that he must be 
near a friendly house. The parrot, in fact, guided him to shelter, 
and he was taken in and assisted to the coast, whence he effected his 
escape to France. 

A reference to Maitre Lazort’s visit to England, fresh from the 
defence of Dreyrus, brings us to more recent times. “ He was the 
most delightful, joyous person one could imagine—young, vigorous, 
and full of life, and immensely gratified by the admiration that his 
conduct of the Dreyrus case had inspired in England. “I do not 
think,” adds Lady St. Hetrer, “any Frenchman ever enjoyed his 
visit to England more than M. Laport.” Lord CoLeripGE, who 
was Lord Chief Justice when she first knew him, is described as a 
most agreeable companion. “ He seldom spoke bitterly, unkindly or 
harshly of anyone; but there were times when you felt the claws 
through the velvet glove, and detected the sharp inflexion in a voice 
which was generally soft and gentle.” Story-telling was his strong 
point in society. “I do not think he liked a rival raconteur, but 


*Memories of Fifty Years, By Lady St. BELIER (Mary Jeune). With illustrationr. 
Edward Arnold, 
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the trusts of these presents under the advice, and in accordance 
with the opinion of, any counsel of not less than ten years’ 
standing nominated by the President for the time being of the 
Law Society, other than an assurance of the settled hereditaments or 
a transfer of any investments representing the same, or the payment 
of capital money or of any part or parts thereof respec tively to one 


he was very patient and amiable to those who tried to emulate his 
unequalled gift and extraordinarily retentive memory. 

The chapter closes with a graceful allusion to Lord Hatspury, to | 
whom Sir Francis JEUNE owed his appointment to the bench, and 
to Lord James or HereErorD, “ who made, to his lasting renown, the 
greatest sacrifice that could be demanded of an eminent lawyer at the 
head of his profession when he refused the chancellorship offered him | or more beneficiaries under the provisions of these presents. 
by Mr. Giapstone.” To select one chapter, and that relating to a| Although we have not noticed nearly all the points marked for 
special class, of course gives no idea of the scope of Lady Sr. | comment, we must content ourselves by saying that the present 
Hewier’s book, which is concerned rather with political and social | edition of this book has been admirably edited, and will assuredly 


life than with the law, and is specially interesting for its account of | maintain the already high reputation of the book. 


her Highland ancestry and her early life in Scotland. But we need 
hardly “apologize for singling out the im} wessions she has written Time Limit on Actions. 
down on some of the eminent lawyers of the later Victorian era. - ’ se , 

; [ue Time Limit ON ACTIONS: BEING A TREATISE ON THE STATUTE 
— oF LIMITATIONS AND THE EQUITABLE DocTRINE oF LACHES. By 
Joun M. Licutrwoop, M.A., Barrister-at Law. Butterworth & 


Reviews. Co. 


A new treatise on the Statutes of Limitation was much needed. 





‘Key and E]phinstone.” Messrs. Darby and Bosanquet’s book was issued sixteen years ago, 
KE = 2 rs :?p C and since then important decisions have occurred settling points on 
KEY AND ELPHINSTONES COMPENDIUM OF PRECEDENTS IN CON-| 20.46 branches of the st ibject. Moreover, a complete exposition of 





VEYANCING, NINTH Epition. By Sir Howarp Warsurton the whole subject comprisé “1 under the title selected by the author of 
ELPHINSTONE, Bart., M.A., one « of the Conveyancing Counsel to the the present book, “The Time Limit on Actions ”—including a con- 
Court ; FrepertcK TRENTHAM M iw, B. A., LL B. » and GILBERT | ci deration of the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, and a full 
H ARRISON Joun Ht RST, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. Lx Two Vots. statement of the doctrine of laches, brought down to the present 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). time—was wanting. This book will be found, both as regards 


The history of this book, which has now reached its ninth edition, | completeness, clear and logical arrangement and accuracy, to fully 
is one of continual growth in utility, and, as a consequence, continual | meet the want. The table of cases, extending over nearly forty 
increase in appreciation by the profession. Originally based ona large | closely printed pages, affords evidence of the indus try of the author, 
collection of precedents got As ‘ether by the first emg ~ saw the | and the effect of these decisions is stated, and their relations to eac ‘h 
light at a time when Davidson was falling out of date ; it attracted pe and the statutes, is pointed out with excellent terseness. Mr. 
at once the regard of skilled conveyancers by its ne ianevol wanes ssion, | Lightwood tells us in his preface that the work is founded on a 


the condensed law in its notes, and its novel form of arrangement of | chapter in his book on the‘ i, ho ssion of Land,” which was published 
clauses preceding each set of forms. But, excellent as was this last- | so long ago as 1894, and says that he has filled i in the outline there 
mentioned feature, it was supposed for some time to militate against | suggested. In so doing he has afforded a good illustration of the 
the general use of the book. You could not, it was said, set a clerk to | result of the taking up by an experienced writer of a particular 
pick out a draft from the detached clauses. This was somewhat | branch of law as a favourite and special study; pondering over it 
absurd, for any clerk of moderate intelligence could, by means of | for years, and at length putting into shape the results of his research. 
the careful references to the clauses contained in each precedent, | A work produced under these conditions differs widely from the 
without difficulty construct an ordinary draft. During the life of that | ordinary run of law books. 

brilliant conveyancer, Mr. Key, no alteration was made to obviate The book opens with an interesting discussion of the policy of the 
the impression above re ferred to : with his many a mirable qualities | Statutesof Limitation, their construction, and * pleading the statute ”; 

| 


there was combined a quiet stubbornness which, we fancy, rendered | followed by a chapter on Land and Rent-charges, commencing with 
him unwilling to de part in any way from the scheme rela h formed the | a section on the General Rule of Limitation, and proceeding to the 
basis of the book. When, however, the mouth ling of the wor k came | subject-matter of section 1 of the Act of 1874. This is dealt with 
exclusively into the hands of Sir Howard Elphinstone, he wisely added | under the heads of land, mines, tithes, rent-charges, heriots and 
a full and complete form or two to many of the sets of precedents, | periodical sums charged on land. The head of Mines, which is dis- 
and from the time that change was made there was never any tributed over this and some subsequent sections of the book, although 
question of the adoption of the book by the profession in general. — carefully collecting the cases, might, we venture to think, be some- 

As statutory changes occurred, such as the Settled Land Acts | what further elaborated with advantage in a subsequent edition. We 
and the Land Transfer Act, 1897, carefully framed precedents were | then come to the difficult subject of dispossession, upon which the 
at once added to meet the wants of practitioners ; the learned and , author has thrown a great deal of light * arranging the cases under 
practical notes were added to and expanded, but always on the | @ se ries of five rules (which ought to have been placed in large type), 
double distilled essence system ; and, as the Court of Appeal lately | followed by appropriage illustrations, some of which are certainly 
remarked, care was taken to provide forms calculated to obviate | quaint. Thus the first rule—namely, that “ pay must be had to 
difticulties occasioned by decisions. The book, in fact, has always | the purpose for which A. desires to ‘use the land, and though such 


been well kept up to date. This characteristic is strongly marked in | user requires only slight acts upon the land, yet these will be enough 
the present edition. For instance, the way in which the Limited | to preserve the possession in A., unless the acts of ownership done by 
Partnership Act is dealt with in the Partnership section is a marvel | by B. are inconsistent with Avs user of the land for his intended 


purpose ”—we find the curious case of Phillipson v. Gibbon (L. R. 6 
sideration. We obse rve, also, the insertion at pp. 449, 500, of some | Ch. App. 428), where an inscription, dated nearly a century before 
very well drawn clauses for insertion in conveyances of registered | action brought, on a stone inserted in a wall, forming one side of a 
land ; while the useful note in the last edition as to statutory forms | house, stating that the wall belonged to the East India C ompany, 
of conveyance has been added to and converted into an introductory | and re inserted when the wali was rebuilt, was enough to save the 
note, comprising also the note as to searches. possession of the company. No rent had been pai . or acknowledg- 
One peculiarity of former editions was the occasional separation | ment of their title had been given to the company. but Lord Justice 
from each other, in the forms of clauses, of provisions which in drafts | James said that “ where there is a boundary wall, Ate that boundary 
necessarily follow each other. This has been altered in the present | wall remains undisturbed, and an inscription is allowed to remain on 
edition, and great attention has been obvicusly bestowed on the it that states to all the world that itis the boundary wall of the ad- 
arrangement throughout the book of the separate clauses. For | joining proprietor, it seems to us idle to suppose that any question 
instance, the clauses under “Settlements (Real)” have been con- | of the Statute of Limitations, or of adverse possession, or of cesser 
veniently grouped under separate headings, and the clauses under this | of possession, could properly arise.” The rules laid down in this part 
heading have been altered and revised. of the book reduce to order a series of decisions the relation of 
As to the notes, they remain, as always, succinct, practical and | which to each other would without such help be difficult to under- 
containing references to the latest -—- ities. We observe, however, | stand. 
that a note is retained at p. 551 of Volume 1 which may give rise to| Subsequent sections discuss at length future interests, trustee and 
misapprehension. It is only, of course, where some person other than | cestuz que trust, mortgagor and mortgagee, lord and copyholder, 
the trustees for the purpose of the Settled Land Acts is appointed to | landlord and tenant (a very complete and well-arr: inged section), and 
convey on behalf of an infant, that the purchase-money must be paid | possessory titles. Then we reach a section on Crown lands, in which 
into court under Re Dudley (35 Ch. D 338). A clause for the pro- | the provisions of the verbose and strangely framed Nullum Tempus 
tection of trustees, which we think is novel, and perh: ups of some ela Acts are stated in short and inte ‘lligible langu: age, and a concise sum- 
doubtful utility, is suggested in a note to the provision for the mary of their tffect is given. Money charged on land, judgments 
indemnity and reimbursement of trustees, providing that they are not | and legacies are dealt with in ( t‘hapter 2, and under Chapter 3 
to be liable “for any act or thing done or omitted in the execution of | arrears of dower, rent and interest, are treated. There is a very com. 
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plete statement in Chapter 4 of the rules as regards actions of contract 
and tort; and the chapter on {Claims in Equity, including laches 
and express trusts, demands special attention for its comprehensive 
and masterly treatment of those subjects. 

Chapter 8, on Public Authorities, opens up practically untrod 
ground in a treatise on time limit on actions. The subject is dealt 
— very fully, and no little labour must bave been spent on this 
chapter. 

fe may commend the book to our readers as a well-arranged, 
careful, and complete treatise on a subject of no little difficulty. 





Foreign Judgments and Jurisdiction. 


ForEIGN JUDGMENTS AND JurispicTion. Part II.: JupGMENTs IN 
Rem—Status. By Sir Francis Piccorr, M.A., LL.M., Chief 
Justice of Hong Kong. Butterworth & Co. 

Part I. (or Vol. I.) of this work was reviewed in these columns last 
January (53 SoLicitors’ JouRNAL, 196), and the scheme and scope 
of the whole were then referred to. Part I. was divided into three 
books. The present volume contains Books IV. and V., entitled re- 
spectively “ Sodemente in rem” and “Status,’ an Appendix of 
Statutes relating to Marriage and Wills, and an Index to the volume 
Whilst forming one of the series of volumes contemplated by the 
author, the present volume, like its predecessor, is, by virtue of its. 
separate Index and its general arrangement, in reality a distinct 
treatise—or perhaps two treatises, rather—on Judgments cn rem and 
Status. Book IV.(Judgments in rem) ends at} p. 56, the remaining 
part of the text (to page 550) being taken up with Book V., dealing 
with the subject of Status— Marriage, Infancy, Lunacy, and Succes- 
sion and Administration. All these matters are dealt with in the 
critical and exhaustive manner adopted in the previous volumes, from 
the point of view, as stated in the Preface to Part I., of “ the position 
of British subjects beyond the realm with reference to the law of 

England,” and in view of the difficulties relating to international law 

and the conflict of laws. 

The most noticeable feature of this volume, however, is the con- 
stant reference to the law of domicil. The keynote, in fact, of the 
present Part IT. is struck by a statement in the Preface to Part L. : 
“Tt is high time that our conception of domicil should be thoroughly 
examined, to see how far it is adapted to the heterogeneous elements 
out of which our Empire has been created.” The author, accordingly, 
attacks the subject of domicil in this volume, and certainly succeeds 
in shewing that the English law of domicil is in many respects incon- 
sistent with itself and unsatisfactory in principle. ‘The view taken 
is that nationality, rather than domicil, should in many circumstances 
be the guiding principle, and that the English courts have frequently 
meant “ nationality ” when they said “domicil.” Sir Francis Piggott 
speaks of “the theory of a fictitious state of being, called ‘domicil,’ 
which at times threatens to become unmanageable.” It is interesting 
to quote Mr. Dicey in this connection ; he says, at p. 839 of his Con- 
flict of Laws: “ At present the one certain but far from satisfactory 
conclusion is that the modern Continental doctrine of preferring 
nationality to domicil, so logical and simple on the face of it as to 
have captured most of the legislatures and jurists of Europe, has really 
led to far more confusion than it prevents.” An appreciation of the 
relative value of these two opposing views can ryt be gained by a 
careful perusal of the present volume, and it would be impossible to 
present the arguments properly in the limits of a review. 

One or two of the points made by Sir F. Piggott may be referred 
to. On p. 488 hesays: “ There is one authority in favour of applying 
the national law to successions, which, curiously enough, is always 
cited in support of the doctrine of domicil—Lord Loughborough’s 
judgment in Sill vy. Worswick. But the proposition it lays down is 
that personalty is subject to the law which governs the person of the 
owner, and in considering what this law is the word ‘ domicil’ is not 
mentioned ; it is the law of the country to which the — is subject, 
his ‘own country.’ . . Yet even so great a lawyer as Lord 
Selborne said, in Freke v. Carbery, that the judgment in S7/l v. 
Worswick incorporated, and was to be read subject to, the traditional 
interpretation of mobtilia sequuntur personam by the law of 
domicil.” 

There are two suggestions incidentally made with which we are 
quite unable to agree. One is (in a preliminary note on MJ/cLeod v. 
Attorney-General), that a conquered or ceded colony may have 
greater powers of extra-territorial legislation than a settled colony 
has. The other suggestion is (p. 466), that the Statute of Frauds is 
possibly “ not included in the general extension of the law of England 
to the Colonies,” but is rather on the footing of the Mortmain Acts, 
which have been held not to be part of the law carried by English 
settlers to their new home. But, as a matter of fact, the Statute of 
Frauds is so much part of the law transplanted to colonies that it was 
taken over by such of the American colonies as were settled before 


International Law. 


INTERNATIONAL Law. By T. Bary, D.C.L., LL.D., Barrister-at- 
Law. John Murray. 


Mr. Baty affects a picturesque style, and is not above quoting the 
sayings and doings of Mr. Wemmick, Tommy Merton, and Mr. 
Dooley. We are inclined to quote Mr. Tulliver, to the effect that 
this is a puzzling world, because you cannot judge of the contents of 
a book by its exterior. For, until this book is read somewhat care- 
fully, the relevance of the title “ International Law” is not apparent. 
In particular, the names of Chapters II. and III.—“ Penetration ”— 
seemed a trifle enigmatic. These two chapters, however, are really 
the key to the whole. The book is in fact an extremely well- 
written and interesting essay on the philosophy of international law 
including incidentally accounts of a large number of international 
disputes and claims. The field of existing international law is only 
dealt with as far as it is necessary to shew, by a discussion of actual 
cases, to what extent one sovereign nation makes itself responsible for 
the protection and well-being of the subjects of another. The 
earlier chapters are concerned with questions relating to the position 
of foreigners abroad ; the Jater chapters are more speculative, and 
some endeavour is made to forecast the possible results in the future 
of the break-up of the present territorial organization of the civilized 
world. 

At present, “ territoriality” is “the magic word of the modern 
State.” But “internationalism” tends to produce cross divisions 
into classes, and so weaken the sacrosanct notion of territorial 
independence. There is also another tendency to be taken into 
account—illustrated in the phenomenon of “regional solidarity,” 
a federal union of large local groups. The large number of 
instances given of claims on one nation for injuries suffered 
by the subjects of another makes the book of practical interest 
and value. Its chief merit, however, is more purely literary 
and juridical. The language is often extremely happy, particu- 
larly in the use of metaphors. On page 18 it is said that the 
independence of San Domingo “ was never s0 great as the indepen- 
dence of France or Italy, because it affected a lesser area. Within 
that area tts pressure to the square inch of territury was precisely the 
same.” On page 302 the feudatory States of India are called the 
“ step-children of the Empire.” 

The whole book shews wide reading, ard contains both pertinent 
criticism and acute reasoning. Grotius and de Martens, Lord 
Justice Farwell and Sir Frederick Pollock are all criticised in a 
sufficiently independent manner. It would have been better had the 
author’s political leanings been less obtrusively put forward. 


” 





INTERNATIONAL INCIDENTS FOR DISCUSSION IN CONVERSATION 
Crasses. By L. Oprennem, M.A., LL.D., Whewell Professor 
of International Law in the University of Cambridge. Cambridge : 
University Press. 

This 1s a little book of some sixty small pages, containing simply 
brief statements of cases involving questions of international law. No 
notes or answers are given. The scheme is the same as that adopted 
in von Jhering’s Law in Daily Life, and should be equally useful and 
interesting as affording subjects for discussion, or questions for ex- 
amination papers. 





Equity. 

Equity, ALSO THE Forms oF Action at Common Law. By F. W. 
Maititanpd, LL.D., D.C.L. Edited by A H. Cuaytor, M.A., 
LL.B., and W. J. Warrraker. M.A., LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. 
Cambridge : University Press. 

This volume contains two courses of Lectures delivered at Cam- 
bridge by the late Professor Maitland as recently (for the last time) 
as 1906, and now edited by two of his former pupils. One volume 
of Maitland’s lectures—on Constitutional History— has already been 
ublished since his death. The present volume also contains, in the 
ectures on the Forms of Action at Common Law, much that is 
history, and as such peculiarly within Maitland’s province. A series 
of lectures on Equity will probably be read with a mixture of interest 
and curiosity by those a 2 are accustomed to regard Maitland as 
a legal historian rather than a lecturer on modern law. The editors 
quote, in their preface, one of his sayings—‘The practising 
lawyer distrusts the professor of law, and rightly,” and add: “ We 
venture to hope that these lectures may lessen that distrust.” 
Maitland is probably the one of all professors of law whom the 
practising lawyer should distrust least. : 

If the lectures now published do not absolutely add anything 
to our knowledge—and they were only delivered to students 
with no previous knowledge of the subject—they will serve 
as a striking monument of Maitland’s versatility. The lectures 
on Equity have no flavour of the class-room and may be 
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dhe scorns the name of “jurist.” The 
equity are set forth with consummate clearness and_ brevity. 
One turns for the first time to their perusal, wondering whether 
Maitland may possibly have succee sted lin getting very much nearer to 
some positive definition of English equity, « lly hard-and- 
fast description of its more elusive ¢ h wacteristics. There is perhaps 
a slight feeling of disappointment when we find even his intellect 
unable to do what is, of course, inherently impossible—provide a cut 
and-dried formula by which to test what does and what does not 
belong to the equitable jurisdiction of our courts. But we must 
take our English equity as we find it. 

It is only possible to barely allude to a few samples of the illu 
minating criticism shed on points f: niliar eneugh in themselves to 
the practitioner. On p. 111 Austin’s description of the nature of 
ejuitable estates and interests is thus treated: “ Now, as a piece of 
sp2culative jurisprud nee this seems to me nonsense, while as an 
exposition of our English rules, [ think it not merely nonsensical, 


but mischievous.” Section 51 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, is thus 
, : 


doctrines of our system of 


] 
*~some red 





criticized : “ That section may have struck you asa very odd and 
unnecessary one. It says that one sacramental phrase shall be as 
good asanother—for mark that it only does this : it only gives you 
the choice betwee n two p yhrases . . . and the one phrase is no shorter 
than the other. ‘In fee simple’ contains precisely the same numbet 
of letters as ‘and his heirs.” The lectures on Equity conclude with 
these aisle : * But the day, I hope, is coming when we shall see that 


succession are one system too many. 

One reference to the lectures on the Forms of Action must suffice 
It is, perhaps, not within the knowledge of every student (certainly 
many excellent text-books say nothing of it) that from a phrase of 
Bracton comes “all our talk about real and personal property ”—se 
pp- 356, 368, 


two systems of intestate 


Legislation of the Empire. 


THe LEGISLATION oF THE EMPIRE: BEING A SURVEY OF THE 
LEGISLATIVE ENACTMENTS OF THE BritisH_DoMINIONS FROM 
1898 ro 1907. Edited by C. E. A. Bepwett, IN Four Votumes, 
Butterworth & Co. 

The Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation contains 
from time to time, as one of its most important features, a summary 
of the legislation of each year in nearly every part of the British 
Empire, and in many foreign countries. The accounts of the legis- 
lation in the Empire only (that is, omitting the legislation of foreign 
countries) for the ten years from 1898 to 1907 have now been 
reproduced in a consolidated form, with many additions and 
improvements, by Mr. Bedweil, the librarian of the Middle Temple, 
under the auspices of the society. There is here set out a summary 
of the legislation for ten years of each of the eighty legislative bodies 
of the British Empire, arranged in appropriate geographical groups. 
A preface is contributed by Lord Rosebery, the President of the 
Society of Comparative Legislation, and an introduction by Sir John 
Macdonell, The three volumes constituting the body of the work 
contain respectively the portraits of Lord Rosebery, Sir Courtenay 
Ilbert and Sir John Macdonell. The fourth volume consists of 
the index and an appendix of statutes enacted by the English 
Parliament, whose provisions have bean followed more or less 
ag > vy the legislatures of the oversea dominions. 

Valuable as are the annual summaries published in the Journal of 
Comparative Legislation, the present work does much more than 
merely consolid: ite those summaries. The opportunity has been taken 
to fill up a good many gaps in, and to improve the classification 
of, the matter published from time to time in the Journal. 
There is epantel for the first time in a convenient fe “is a synopsis 
of the work for a continuous series of years of all the legislatures in 
the Empire. For the practical use of all who have to discover what 
new statute law has “dt enacted in any particular territory, these 
volumes are, of course, invaluable for the period covered by them. 
But they do much more than afford technical information to the 
lawyer. There is probably no single book, legal or otherwise, at 
present published, that enables such a bird’s-eye view of the constituent 
territories of the Empire to be had with such ease. The mere wry 
forth the names of all these territories in the different quarters of the 
globe sets the mind of ‘“" reader to work on many questions which 
it is not, of course, the business of this book to answer. What is 
exactly meant by the “British dominions”? Does it include the 
African Protectorates, the Federated Malay States, the i 
of Wei-Hai-Wei and Cyprus } All these fig ure in the volume s before 
us. But are they to be included in the King’s dominions in the same 
sense that Canada and Gibraltar are inched: d? Egypt and the Native 
States of India are not included in the “ Legislation of the Empire.” 
What is the exact line of demarcation between territories that are 
and territories that are not part of the King’s dominions ? 

Turning to the work in detail, whilst the scheme itself is admirable, 
and likely to be of the highest possible value in the literature of 


colonis Ss 


f quality and method. 
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law ae politic al science, it is not difficult to “adit a good many 
criticisms, of varying degrees of importance, with respect to the 
manner of its execution. The contributions are from many Pee, Ss 
like all encyclopzedic work, these contributions are uneven, both in 
Nevertheless, a good dea] could be done, when 
the next revision and consolidation is effected (for a new edition 
will certainly be required in the course of a few years), in the way 
of uniformity of style and — rement. One of very many illus- 


trations occurs at p. 80 of Vol. 2, in reference to the Tasmanian 
Act, 1906 (No. 29), amending the law of bills of exchange. 


amendment; but a 


Nothing is said of the reason for the 
Queensland 


reference to p. 533 of Vol. 1 will shew that in 
similar legislation has taken place, and the reason for it is given in a 
footnote—the decision of the High Court of Australia and the 
Privy Council in Colonial Bank of Australasia v. Marshall, Had both 
summaries been contributed by the same person, or carefully over- 
looked by a single editor, no doubt the account of the Tasmanian 
Act would have contained a reference to the Queensland Act and its 
footnote. So pp- 76, 102 of Vol. 2, with respect to the Bodies 
Corporate (Joint gE ) Acts. There isa slip on p. xxiv. of the 
[Introduction in Vol. 1, as to the adoption overseas of the English 
Supreme Court practice. It so > happens that New South Wales is 
the most conspicuous instance among the Australian States of the 
non-adoption of the English practice under the Judicature Acts. We 
have noticed omissions both in the index and the ap ypendix that 
follows it. Under the Act “6 Edw. 7, ¢. 17 (Bills of Exchange 
Cheques) Act 1906),” New Zealand should have been 
other territories mentioned : see I]. 271. 


(Crossed 
with the 





Carriage of Goods by Sea. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW RELATING TO THE CARRIAGE OF GooDs BY 
Sea. By the late THomas Gitpert Carver, M.A., K.C.,a Judge 
of County Courts. Firra Epirion. By Roperr ALDERSON 
Wricut, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The subject of carriage of goods by sea is one of great commercial 
importance e, and this has resulted in commensurate legal importane e. 
This full and well-arranged tre —_ on the law by which such carriage 
is governed has unfortunately been deprived of the revision of the 
author, the late Judge Carver, but 1t has been entrusted to the 
competent hands of Mr. Wright, by whom the task has been well 
act omplis hed. The work is divided into three parts, dealing succes- 
sively with the contract, the voyage and the delivery, the last part 
including chapters on the shipowner’ s liens for freight and apg 
the 1 reme “lies of the freighters, and the measure of damages ; and the 
editor has preserved the original text, with such alterations only as 
were necessary for incorporating the effect of recent decisions. 
Chapter VI., on the Construction of the Contract, and the Effect of 
Customs of Trade, may be referred to as an example of the clear 
and complete way in which the subject is treated, and in practical 
utility it extends beyond the scope of the present work. The 
construction of mercantile contracts is in principle the same as that 
of other written contracts ; they are subject to the general rule that 
the intention of the parties is to be gathered from the document 
itself, and not from a guess as to what might have been expected 
to be their intention, But they are also a leading examp!s of the 
rule that the words are to be construed by the light of surrounding 
circumstances, and mercantile usage is admitted both to explain the 
words used and to incorporate customs where not excluded by the 
The older authorities on these points are enforced by 
(Quilpué v. Brown (1904, 2 K. B. 264) and 
(1908, 1 K. B. 899), which have been 
duly referred to; and the pages on the construction of contracts 
which are partly printed and partly in writing will be found useful. 
Attention may also be directed to Chapter XIX., with its discussion 
of the nature of maritime lien, and of the recent cases which decide 
that such a lien does not usually result from statutory jurisdiction zn 


contract. 
recent cases, such as Barque 
Leonis Steamship Vv. Rank 


VCN ve 





Small Holdings and Allotments. 


ALLOTMENTS : THE Law _ RELATING 
THERETO UNDER THE SMALL HoLpINGs AND ALLOTMENTs AcT, 
1998. SECOND AND ReEvisep Epition. By Grorce ARTHUR 
JOHNSTONE. Effingham Wilson ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

We reviewed the first edition of this book about a year ago: 
Soxicirors’ JOURNAL, Vol. 52, p. 757. The consolidating statute— 
the Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 1908—had not then come 
into operation, and the author had todo his own consolidation, so 
tosay. In the present edition the new Act is, of course, substituted for 
the repealed Acts, and the book is otherwise brought up to date. 
Among other recently made statutory rules here printed are the Land 
Transfer Rules, 1908, and the corresponding Fee Order. This is 
probably the first text-book in which these new rules have beene 
printed. Mr. Johnstone has not, however, ventured on the task of 
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incorporating the new rules of 1908 with the older rules of 1903. 
The most useful and important feature of the book is that, as in the 
first edition, of printing in extenso sections from other Acts incorpor- 
ated by reference in the main Act. Some day the Parliamentary 
draftsman will have to do this instead of leaving it to the private 
text writer. 





Death Duties. 


DeatH Duties, PARTICULARLY THE Finance Acts, 1894, 1896, 
1898, 1900, AND 1907 ; wirH Notes, RuLEs, CASES AND TABLE OF 
Forms. By Witi1amM GRESWELL Dosson, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

The author of this work is not wide of the mark when he describes 
his subject as “perhaps the most intricate and complicated of 
modern times.” Practitioners have daily experience of the difficulties 
which have to be wrestled with, and a new attempt to state the effect 
of the provisions of the statutes, and the decisions upon them, is 
welcome. Section 9 of the Finance Act, 1894, charging estate duty 
specifically on “‘ property which does not pass to the executor as such,” 
has given rise to the most singular division of opinion among judges 
of first instance which, perhaps, is to be found in the reports; but 
the decision of the Court of Appeal in Re Hadley (1909, 1 Ch. 20) 
has decided that appointed property, since it passes to the executor 
subject to the payment of debts, passes to him “as such,” and this has 
enabled Mr. Dobson to miss out a whole batch of cases which are 
now obsolete. His statement, however, of Re Hadley does not seem 
to suggest what was the reason of the doubt, and should have been 
more precise. He has adopted the plan of printing the Acts 
consecutively, and relegating the notes to the end of the book. We 
are not sure that this is a convenient arrangement. Where a work 
consists primarily of annotations on the sections of a statute, the 
notes more suitably follow the sections, and sections which have 
been altered by later statutes should, where they are printed in 
chief, so to speak, shew at once the existing state of the statutory 
provision. But the practitioner will find in the work a useful 
collection of the statutes, and the authorities have been carefully 
grouped in the notes. 





Tne Management of Companies. 


Company MANAGEMENT: A MANnvuaL For THE Datty USE oF 
Directors, SECRETARIES, AND OTHERS IN THE FORMATION AND 
MANAGEMENT OF JOINT-STOCK COMPANIES UNDER THE COMPANIES 
(CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908 ; 
to LEADING Cases, AND Nores ON THE LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS 
Act, 1907. Wir a Copious InpEex. By H. C. Emery, Solicitor. 
Effingham Wilson. 

The statute law of companies is now consolidated in the Act of 
1908, but it is still convenient to present the provisions of the statute 
in such an order as to be useful in practice, and this task has been 
undertaken in the present work. To a large extent the statutory 
regulations are sufticiently simple to call for no legal assistance in 
understanding and applying them, and Mr, Emery’s object has been 
to avoid difficult questions of law and to confine himself to the more 
ordinary matters of company formation and management. Parts II. 
and III. contain useful directions on the formation and starting of 


companies, and the model set of articles adopting Table A with modifi- | 


catioris may be consulted with advantage. It must always be 
remembered that the adoption of the table, as it stands, is a matter of 
considerable risk. For instance, it leaves the company in the posi- 
tion of a public company with the onerous liabilities that that 


-with Mopret Forms, REFERENCES | 


complete review of these methods, expressed in short compass. A 
good deal of discredit has been attached to expert evidence of hand- 
writing from the consideration, referred to by Lord Campbell in 
the Tracy Peerage case (10 Cl. & F., at p. 191), where he said that 
“hardly any weight is to be given to the evidence of what are called 
scientific witnesses ; they come with a bias on their minds to support 
the cause in which they have embarked ”—a statement that is 
supposed to have had a rather striking recent confirmation in the 
conflict of handwriting experts in the Dreyfus case. But that there 
is an art of comparison of handwritings, and that an elementary 
knowledge at least of the principles of such art may be of service 
to solicitors and bankers cannot be doubted. The present work 
affords such knowledge, and will be found interesting reading. 


Contracts of Married Women. 


THe Law or Marriep WoMEn’s Contracts. By M. R. EMANUEL, 
M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

The successive changes which have been made in the law as to 
married women’s contracts have left the matter in a very technical 
and complicated state. The Act of 1893 removed the requirement 
which had been read into the Act of 1882, that a married woman’s 
contract did not bind future separate property unless she had free 
separate property at the date of the contract ; but the proviso to 
section 1 of the Act of 1893, which exempts from liability property 
subject to a restraint on anticipation, has been held to extend to such 
property even after the woman is discovert, so that the restraint is 
at an end; see Barratt v. Howard (1900, 2 Q. B. 784), Brown vy. 
Dimbleby (1904, 1 K. B. 28). This is one of those strained construc- 
tions which set traps for the unwary. With problems of this kind 
to deal with, and, we should add, the still more troublesome question 
as to whether there is less risk in suing the husband or the wife for 
goods supplied to the wife, Mr. Emanuel has found sufficient 
matter for dicussion, and he has produced a useful book on the 
subject. 








Company Forms, 


PracTicAL HINTS ON THE PREPARATION AND REGISTRATION OF 
Jomnt Stock Compantes Forms. Wir Precedents, TABLES OF 
Frees, AND Stamp Duties. By CHarves H. Picken, Srixtru 
Epition. Waterlow & Sons (Limited), 

The provisions of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, impose 
numerous duties in respect of preparing and filing returns on the 
managers and secretaries of companies, and this work gives practical 
guidance as to the manner in which these duties should be performed. 
It gives forms, for instance, of a statement for filing in lieu of a 
prospectus ; of the particulars required on registration of a mortgage, 
and of the annual returns of capital, kc. The actual forms for use, 
of course, will be obtained elsewhere, but it is convenient to have 
them collected, and the provisions of the statute in relation to them 
stated, in this handy volume. 





Books of the Week. 

The Law and Practice relating to Letters Patent for Inventions. 
By Tuomas TerreELt, K.C. Fifth Edition. By Courtney Terre.t, 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

The Principles of the General Law of Mortgages. 
SrraHAN, M.A., LL.B., Barristerat-Law. Sweet 
(Limited). 


By J. ANDREW 
& Maxwell 





position involves. The various inconveniences in the table which 
require to be provided against are carefully pointed out. In Part VI. 
are collected the various sections of the Act dealing with debentures 

as to registration, re-issue, and otherwise—and in Part XI. on 
reconstruction there is a useful note on the modes in which a scheme 
of reconstruction can be carried through, with a statement of the 
effect of the recent cases of Bisyood v. Nile Valley Co. (1906, 1 Cb. 
747) and Bisgood v. Henderson’s Transvaal Estates (1908, 1 Ch. 743). 





Comparison of Handwriting. 


THe Detection or Forcery: A PracticAL HANDBOOK FcR 
THE Use or BANKERS. Souicrrors, MAGISTRATES’ CLERKS, AND 
ALL HANDLING SuspEcTED Documents. By DouGLas BLAcKBURN 
(late Expert to the Natal Criminal Investigation Department and 
the Transvaal Republic) and Captain WaAITHMAN CADDELL. 
Charles & Edward Layton. 

This book is stated by the writer to be the first English exposition | 
of the principles of expert comparison and examination of hand- | 
writing. It may be the first concise exposition, but according to our | 
recollection, Mr. Chabot’s treatise on “ The Handwriting of Junius” 
contains an exhaustive exposition of the methods to be adopted in 
comparing handwritings. The present work certainly contains a very 








The Law of Limited Partnerships under the Limited Partner- 
ships Act, 1907, with the Rules, Forms, and Scale of Fees thereunder, 
and a Model Form of Partnership Agreement. By D. G. Hemmant, 
Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited), 

A Practical Guide to Naturalization in France, the Acquisition, 
Loss and Recovery of French Citizenship. By Marcen Sauvaanac, 
LL.D., Barrister-at-Law, of the Court of Appeal at Paris. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

Centenary Edition 1810-1910 : A Catalogue of Modern Law Works, 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation. Edited for 
the Society by Sir Jonn Macponett, C.B., LL.D., and Epwarp 
Manson, Esq. New Series, Vol. X., Part I. John Murray. 





The Judicial Committee resumed their sittings on Tuesday after the 
Long Vacation. Twenty-one appeals have, says the 7'imes, been set: 
down for hearing—viz., from the North-West Provinces (Allahabad), 
six; Punjab, three; Australia (High Court), two; China and horea, 
two; and Oudh, Lower Burma, Bengal, Isle of Man, Canada (Supveme 
Court), Hong-kong, New South Wales, and Quebec, one each. ‘Two 


judgments in appeals argued before the recess are put down for 
delivery. 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 


& WEEKLY REPORTER. Oct. 30, 1900. 








Correspondence. 


Notices of Payment into Court in the City of 
London Court. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—We think the enclosed correspondence will be of interest 
to the profession. Hickson, Morr, & JEAKEs, 

Blomfield House, 52, New Broad-street, London, E.C., Oct. 27. 

The following is the correspondence referred to by our ecrrespon 
dents :— 


Copy. 
Blomfield House, 52, New Broad-street, London, E.C., Oct. 16. 
BS Nee Ne ee See ae We didinocdbunatpebesiapuweian aVeevnnes 
No. of Plaint N.O............. » Execution N............ 


Dear Sir,—Our clients inform us to-day that they have received notice 
from you of the payment into court by the defendant under the warrant 
of execution herein, but surely the notice ought, in accordance with the 
usual practice, to have been sent to us, as solicitors acting in the matter. 

Other county courts invariably send the notices to us, but apparently 
your officials are not quite consistent, for sometimes the notices are seut 
tous and sometimes to the client—the latter course leads to inconven- 
ience and delay. 


We would suggest, with great respect, that in cases where the court 


is aware that solicitors are acting, ali notices should be sent to them, 
and we shall be glad if you can see your way to instruct the officials 
accordingly.— Yours truly, . 
(Signed) Hickson, Morr, & JEAKES. 
The Registrar, City of London Cvurt, Guildhall-buildings, E.C, 


Copy: 
The City of London Court, 
Guildhall-buildings, London E.C., Oct. 26. 
Dear Sirs,—In reply to your letter of the 16th of October, I am directed 
hy the registrar to inform you that in future all notices of payments will 
be sent to the solicitors in the proceedings. —Yours truly, 
(Signed) GEv. E. Cooper, Chief Clerk. 
Messrs. Hickson, Moir, & Jeakes, 
Copy. 
Blomfield Hoase, 52, New Broad-street, London, E.C., Oct. 27. 
Dear Sir,—We are obliged by your letter of yesterday, informing us 
that in future all notices of payment into court will te sent to the 
:clicitors acting in the proceedings, a practice which we feel sure will 
he appreciated by the profession.—Yours truly, 
(Signed), Hickson, Moir, & JEAKES. 
The Chief Clerk, City of London Court, Guildhall-buildings, E.C, 








New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court (October), 19c9. 


OrperR XXXVI, RuLe 17. 

1, Order XXXVI, Rule 17, shall be read as if after the word | 

‘“* Middlesex” the words “ Manchester, Liverpool, and such other 

places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct ” were 
inserted. 


Orver XXXVL, Rute 18. 
2. Order XXXVI., Rule 18, shall be read as if after the word 
“ Middlesex” the words “ Manchester, Liverpool, and such other 
places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct” were | 
inserted. 
OrDER XXXVI, RuLE 18A. 
3. Order XXXVI., Rule 18a, is hereby annulled. 


OrDER XXXVI, RuLE 20, 
4. Order XXXVI., Rule 20, shall be read as if after the word 
“ Middlesex” the words “Manchester, Liverpool, and such other 
places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct ” were 
inserted. 
OrvpER XXXVI, RuLE 22. 
5. Order XXXVI., Rule 22b, shall be read as if after the word 
** Middlesex” the words “ Manchester, Liverpool, and such other 
places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct” were 
inserted. 
6. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(October) 1909, and each Rule may be cited separately by the 





takes. under the appointment. 





heading thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 

1883. 
These Rules are declared urgent. 

21st October, 1909. 

(Signed) LOREBURN, C. 

ALVERSTONE, C.J. 

Herpert H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 

R. L. V. WiiitaMs, L.J. 

JouN C. Bicuam, P, 

R. J. PARKER, J. 

CHRISTOPER J AMES. 

Wm. H. WINTERBOTHAM. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re KELLY’S SETTLEMENT TRUSTS. GUSTARD ». BERKELEY. 
Warrington, J. 16th and 23rd Oct. 
SETTLEMENT—POWER OF APPOINTMENT—SURRENDER OF Lire INTEREST IN 
SEccRITIES—Horcupot CLAUSE—VALUATION AS AT DATE OF APPOINT- 

MENT OR Date or Deatu or Lire TENANT. 








Under a power of appointment contained in a marriage settlement 
securities were at different times appointed by the life tenant to persons 
objects of the power, and her interest in the securities was in each case 
surrendered by the same deed. The settlement contained a hotchpot 
clause. The life tenant died, leaving part of the funds unappointed. 

Held, that the securities must in each case be brought into account at 
their value as on the death of the life tenant, and not as on the date 
of appointment. 


This was an originating summons taken out by the trustees of the 
marriage settlement of Laura Jane Kelly, who died on the 26th of 
October, 1908, against the trustees of the marriage settlements of her 
three daughters, for the determination of (among other things) a question 
of valuation of securities. The facts sufficiently appear from the follow- 
ing judgment. The case was argued as not being covered by authority. 
The trustees for the daughter who was first married claimed a valuation 
as at the date of Mrs. Kelly’s death. It was argued against them that 
for this purpose the determination of a life interest by surrender ought 
to produce exactly the same result as its determination by death. The 
hotchpot clause was meant to compensate anyone damnified by an 
appointment, and such injury would be completed on the surrender. 
An appointee might by skill or judgment increase the value of his share 
during the lifetime of the tenant for life, and it would be unreasonable 
to mulct him in proportion. 

WARRINGTON, J.—The question in this case is as to the mode in which 
a common form hotchpot clause contained in a marriage settlement is to 
be applied in the events which have arisen. It is whether certain specific 
sums of stock appointed under the settlement are to be brought into 
hotchpot at their value at the time of the appointment, or at their value 
on the death of the tenant for life. The appointments were made under 
the marriage settlement of Mr. and Mrs. Kelly. Mr. and Mrs. Kelly 
had three daughters, who became Mrs. Euan-Smith, Mrs. Farmer, and 
Mrs. Hall. ,The settlement was in the ordinary form of a marriage 
settlement ; it conferred a life interest upon the wife, and in the event 
(which happened) of her surviving the husband it gave her a power of 
appointment among the children, with the usual provisions in default of 
appointment, and with a hotchpot clause. The hotchpot clause reads 
as follows :—‘‘ Provided always that no child who or whose issue shall 
take any part of the said trust fund under any appointment in pursu- 
ance of either of the powers hereinbefore contained shall be entitled to 
any further share in the unappointed part of the said trust fund without 
bringing the share or shares appointed to him or her or his or her issue 
into hotchpot and accounting for the same accordingly.”’ On _ the 
marriage of Mrs. Euan-Smith, Mrs. Kelly, by a deed dated the 13th of 


| July, 1894, ‘appointed certain specific sums of stock, and directed that 


they should immediately after the marriage vest in the appointee, and 
be held in trust for her absolute benefit, and by the same deed she 
assigned and surrendered her life interest as from the date of the 
marriage. The same thing was done on the occasion of Mrs. Farmer’s 
marriage, by a deed dated the 15th of July, /1901, and on Mrs. Hall’s 
marriage by a deed dated the 3lst of July, 1906. On the 13th of July, 
1894, the sums of stock appointed to Mrs. Euan-Smith were of the value 
of £20,685. They are now worth £16,161. It is important for Mrs. 
Farmer and Mrs. Hall to get the stocks valued as at the dates of the 
several appointments; Mrs. Euan-Smith would then bring in £20,000, as 
against £16,000, which she brings in now. There can be no question 
that if the appointments had been in the same form, but no surrender 
had been made, the trustees would not have transferred the specific sums 
of stock to the trustees of the daughters’ marriage settlements until the 
death of the tenant for life, and would have brought them into account 
as on that date. The real question is whether the surrender of the 
life interest makes any difference. In my opinion the question turns 
on the construction of the hotchpot clause, and on nothing else. Now 
what is it that the appointee has to bring into account? The share she 
What is that? The specific sums of 
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stock, subject to her mother’s life interest. The surrender is immaterial 
for the consideration of the hotchpot clause. The possession of the 
funds at the date of the appointment is by virtue of the surrender, 
not of the appointment. It is perfectly true that certain anomalies have 
been pointed out as arising on this view. But those anomalies result— 
if they do result—not from the form of the appointment, but from the 
surrender. What the appointee must bring into hotchpot is the share 
appointed to her as at its value on the death of the tenant for life.— 
Counset, for the plaintiffs, Brabant ; for the defendants, the trustees of 
Mrs. Euan-Smith’s settlement, Cave, K.C., and Sargant; for the 
remaining defendants, Rowden, K.C., and Austen Cartmell. Soxicrrors, 
Busk, Mellor, & Norris; Minet, May, & Euan-Smith. 
[Re ported by H, F. CuHETT L¥, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





. . 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
. . o 
Division. 
ROSENZ v. ROSENZ AND JOSTEN (No. 2). Bargrave Deane, J. 
18th Oct. 

Divorce—HvusBann’s Perrition—DEcREE GRANTED TO ADULTEROUS 
PreTITIONER—CouRT BEING MisLtep By WILFUL WITHHOLDING Ot 
Facts, Fraup, AND Persury—-INTERVENTION—DECREE RESCINDED. 
Where the court had been misled into exercising its discretion w 

favour of ahushand who had himself been guilty of adultery, through 

his wilful withholding of facts and perjury, the court not only re 
cinded the decree nisi, but further intimated that the case was one 
in which criminal proceedings should be take n by the Treasury. 
Intervention by the King’s Proctor for the rescission of the decree 
nisi, Which had been pronounced on the 29th of March last in favow 

of the petitioner, who had admitted one isolated act of adultery, t 

which he alleged his wife’s conduct had conduced (53 SoxiciTors’ 

JournaL 400). Counsel for the King’s Proctor stated that so far from 

the petitioner having committed adultery only on one occasion, he had 

misconducted himself with various women for years, and had _ bee: 
continuously living in adultery, and passing as man and wife with 
one woman from May, 1907, to May, 1909, with whom he was actualls 
cohabiting at the date on which the decree nisi was pronounced 
Counsel stated, on the authority of Bigham, P., who had pronounced 
the decree nisi, that the court had been entirely misled and deceived 
by the evidence of the petitioner into the belief that the act of adultery 
was an isolated one, and that the respondent had conduced to it. Ne 
answer had been filed to the plea of the King’s Proctor, and it wa: 
desired to call special attention to the case as the decision of the 

President had been recently cited as an authority for granting relief 

to a husband, himself guilty of adultery—vide Craven v. Craven and 


Robinson (Times, October 13th. 1909). 


and condemned both the petitioner and the intervener, Montgomerie, in 
the costs of the King’s Proctor.—Counsen, Victor Russell, Soicitor, 
Treasury Solicitor. 

[Reported by Diesy Cores-Preepy, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Criminal. Appeal. 


REX v. COSTELLO. 22nd Oct. 
CriminaL Law—Consprracy—FatsE CHARACTER Not 1x WRITING— 
CHARACTER OF Servants Act, 1792 (32 Geo. 3, c. 56), PREAMBLE 
AND Sections 1, 2, 3, anp 4. 





An offence may be committed contrary to the Character of Servants 
Act, 1792, although the false or counterfeit character or pretence that is 
made is not made in writing, but by conduct or by word of mouth. 

This was an appeal by one Costello against a conviction at the Central 
Criminal Court before the Recorder of London of the appellant and of a 
certain Mrs. Bishop for conspiring together to obtain Costello employ 
ment by a false or counterfeit character. The indictment contained a 
number of counts charging offences under nearly every section of the 
Character of Servants Act, 1792. Costello appealed on the ground that 
as the characters given were not in writing no offence was committed 
under that Act 











BarGrave Deane, J., rescinded the decree nisi, and condemned the 
petitioner in the costs of the King’s Proctor’s intervention, and said 
that this was a very gross case of fraud and perjury, and that other 
proceedings should be instituted against the petitioner by another 
department of the Treasury. The decree nisi having been obtained by 
fraud was of no value as an authority.—Counsex, J. Harvey Murphy, | 
for the King’s Proctor. Soricrror, The Treasury Solicitor. 

[Reported by Dicsy Cores-Prrepy, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


DAVISON ». DAVISON. THE KING’S PROCTOR SHEWING CAUSE. 
MONTGOMERIE INTERVENING Bargrave Deane, J. 25th Oct. 
Divorce—DecreE Nist—INTeERVENTION By Kine’s Proctor—INnter- 

VENTION BY THIRD Party—Martrimoniat Causes Act (7 Ep. 7, c. 12, 

s. 5), 1907—Dercrex Rescinp—Ep—Costs. 

Where the King’s Proctor intervened to rescind the decree nisi 
obtaine - by a petitioner and filed a plea alleging adultery with one M., | 
M., under the provisions of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1907, site 





in the suit. The King’s Proctor having obtained the rescission of the 
decree nisi, both the petitioner and the intervener M. were condemned 
in the costs of the King’s Proctor. 

Intervention by the King’s Proctor. Mr. and Mrs. Davison were 
married on the 22nd of December, 1880, and on the 13th of November, 
1907, Mrs. Davison filed a petition for divorce on the ground of her | 
husband’s cruelty aod adultery. The suit was undefended, and on 
the 16th of June, 1908, the late President (Lord Gorell) pronounced a 
decree nisi. As the result of the King’s Proctor’s inquiries the Attorney- 
General directed an intervention, and accordingly on the 22nd of 
December, 1908, the King’s Proctor entered an appearance, and filed his 
plea, alleging, inter alia, that the petitioner had lived and cohabited 
with one Montgomerie in London, Folkestone and Paris, between the 
9th of July, 1904, and the 18th of June, 1908, and had committed 
adultery with him. On the 18th of February last the petitioner filed 
an answer denying the charges. On the 26th of March Mr. Mont- 
gomerie intervened under the provisions of the Matrimonial Causes | 


DarwinG, J., in delivering the judgment of the court (Lord ALveEr- 
STONE, C. and Darina and Bucknitt, JJ.), said: Costello was 
charged with conspiring with a Mrs. Bishop to commit various offences 
in contravention of the Character of Servants Act, 1792 (32 Geo. 3, 
c. 56). They were both convicted. It appears that tfiey did conspire 
together that Mrs. Bishop should give Costello a false character as to 
the length of time he had been employed by her. Costello had been in 
her employment, but not for the time stated by the character she gave 
tohim. The point taken on behalf of Costello is that Mrs. Bishop never 
gave him a character in writing, and that this Act of Parliament is not 
contravened unless the character given is in writing, and that conse 
quently the evidence in this case did not show a conspiracy to commit 
in offence or offences under this statute. The preamble of the Act is 
important, and is as follows: ‘‘ Whereas many false and counterfeit 
characters of servants have either been given personally or in writing, 
by evil disposed persons being or pretending to be the master,’’ &c. 
Then, by section 1: ‘“‘ If any person or persons shall . . . either 
personally or in writing give any false, forged, or counterfeited charac 
ter to any person offering him or herself to be hired as a servant into 
the service of any person or persons he shall be liable to a penalty.’’ By 
section 2: ‘‘ If any person or persons shall knowingly and wilfully pre 
tend, or falsely assert, in writing that any servant has been hired or 
retained for any period of time whatsoever or in any station or capacity 
whatsoever, other than that for which, or in which he, she, or they shall 
have hired or retained such servant in his, her, or their service or 
employment . . . such person or persons shall be liable to a 
penalty.’’ By section 3 : ‘‘ If any person or persons shall knowingly and 
wilfully pretend or falsely assert in writing that any servant was dis 
charged or left his service at any other time than that at which he or 
she was discharged, or actually left such service,’’ such person or per 
sons shall be liable to a penalty. In the copy of the Act from which 





—_ 


| am reading there is a comma after the word ‘‘ pretend ”’ in section 2, 


so that two offences are created by that section; but there appears to 
be no comma after the word “ pretend ” in section 3. By section 4: 
‘* Tf any person shall offer himself or herself as a servant asserting or 


pretending that he or she hath served in any service in which such ser 


vant shall not actually have served or with a false, forged, or counter 


feit certificate of his or her character ’’ such person or persons shall be 
liable to a penalty. We think that, having regard to the preamble and 
to the words of all these sections, that *the statute intended to create 
two separate offences : th- first, that of knowingly and wilfully pretend 
ing ; and the second, that of falsely asserting in writing the propositions 
set out in the sections. We think there may be an offence under this 
statute created either by word of mouth or by conduct, as, for instance, 
in the case of a man who obtained goods by dressing up as an under 
graduate in cap and gown, although he makes no false pretence by word 
of mouth. Indeed. when the Act was passed. the dress of different 
kinds of men varied more than it does to-day. We think that there was 
abundant evidence that the appellant Costello and Mrs. Bishop con 
spired to commit this offence of falsely pretending that Costello had 
been in her service for this length of time. The conviction, therefore, 
of Costello under this Statute will stand. and the appeal must be dis- 
missed.—CounstL, for the appellant, 7. Watt; for the Crown, Bodkin. 
Soricrrors, The Registrar of the Court of Criminal Appeal; The 
Director of Public Prosecutions. 


[Reported by C. G. Monan, Barrister-at-Law.] 








The late Judge Owen, says a writer in the Globe, though he was a 


County Court judge for twenty-five years, was by no means the doyen 


Act, 1907, and filed an answer denying the charges. On the 15th of |} of the judicial sphere in which he served so ably and so long. That 


October, however, the petitioner and the intervener served notice of 
abandonment on the King’s Proctor, and subsequently, by leave of the | 


distinction belongs to Judge Bacon, who has been on the C ounty Court 
Bench more than thirty years.. Judge Greenhow has served for ‘twenty- 


court, they obtained leave to withdraw their answers, and the cause | nine years, and Sir W. L. Selfe and Sir Thomas Snagge have each a 
was struck out of the defended list. The intervention then proceeded record of twenty-six years. Three other judges—Judge Bishe », Judge 


on motion. 


Edge, and Judge Shand—have seen more than twenty years’: ervice !v 
Tue Court, after dismissing the petition, rescinded the decree nisi | the County Courts. 
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Societies. 
Bristol Incorporated Law Scciety. 


The following are extracts from the report of the council : 

Legal Education.—The work done in this behalf still continues to give 
satisfaction, and the grant of £150 from the Law Society has been 
again renewed. Since the last report fifteen courses of lectures have 
been given as follows : Three on Real Property and Conveyancing, one 
on Company Law, one on Criminal Law, one on Company Law and 
Criminal Law combined, and three on Roman Law, for senior students, 
by Mr. A. M. Wilshere, barrister-at-law; and six by Mr. C. Alan 
Chilton, solicitor, for senior and junior students, on Bankruptcy, 
Probate and Admiralty, Civil Injuries, Rights in Private Relations, 
Crimes, and Divorce and Agency. The total number of students ente: 
ing for these lectures was thirty-three. 

Land T'ransfer.—The Royal Commission referred to in the last report 
is still sitting. Mr. James Inskip attended before it and gave evidence 
on behalf of the profession in this city as to the difficulties that would 
arise if a system of compulsory registration was extended to the country 
at large. 

County Courts.—In the latter part of last year the Lord Chancellor 
appointed a committee to consider the relations now subsisting between 
the High Court and the county courts, and certain questions were sent 
from that committee to the various law societies. These were carefully 
considered by the council, who expressed the opinion that it was 


undesirable that county courts should, as was suggested, become con 
stituent branches or parts of the High Court, but they approved of an 
extended jurisdiction being conferred on certain county courts; of an 
improvement in the status and remuneration of the judges appointed to 
such courts; and suggested several improvements in procedure, and in 


particular some means for obtaining a more speedy judgment unde1 
section 86 of the County Courts Act, 1888. The committee have issued 
a report, and a Bill was introduced into the House of Lords by the 
Lord Chancellor by which, among other things, an unlimited jurisdic- 
tion concurrent with the jurisdiction of the High Court was given to 
the county courts in common law matters. This provision was, how 
ever, rejected by the House of Lords, and the Bill has in consequence 
been withdrawn for this session. 

Finance Bill.—The council has given much time and attention to 
Parts I. and V. of this Bill, and has passed the following resolution 
in regard to it: ‘‘ That in the opinion of the council of the Bristol 
Incorporated Law Society the scheme of land taxation contained in 
Part I. of the Finance Bill is, as it stands, unfair, on the ground that 
one class of property only is thereby singled out for a special form of 
taxation; also that the proposed method of collection of the duty 
sought to be imposed is such as must inevitably result in delay in the 
settlement of purchases, and be the cause of much inconvenience both 
to vendors and purchasers; and that the scheme as a whole must tend 
to a depreciation in value of all property affected and restrict its ready 
transfer. The council is also opposed to the procedure provided by the 
Bill in regard to appeals to a referee, as thereby a tribunal is set up 
from which there is no appeal, and owners of property are deprived of 
the common right of every citizen to the protection of the courts of 
law. The council is further opposed to the proposed increase of the ad 
valorem duty on conveyances on sale, considering that this increase of 
the stamp duty will, by adding to the expense of conveyance, further 
tend to reduce the value of and restrain dealings in real property.”’ A 
copy of this resolution was sent to the Chancellor of the Excheque1 
and also to each of the members of Parliament for this city. 

The council desire particularly to recognise the large amount of 
personal work undertaken by your president (Mr. H. C. Trapnell) in 
the matter, not only in mastering the details of this most intricate 
measure, but also in interviews with several members of Parliament 
and in correspondence with others, with the object of securing amend- 
ments on several points of the Land Clauses of the Bill. 

The council have also passed a resolution in opposition to the 
contemplated extension by the Government to cases under £1,000 of 
the powers of supervisors of excise under sections 33—36 of the Inland 
Revenue Act, 1881, and section 16 of the Finance Act, 1894, in 
probate matters. No further action, it is understood, has yet been 
taken in the matter, and the council of the Law Society are in 
communication with the Chancellor of the Exchequer thereon. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Society Students’ Moot. 


A moot of students of the Law Society was held on Tuesday at the 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, presided over by the Right Hon. Arthur 
Cohen, K.C. Among those present were Mr. E. Jenks (Principal of the 
Law Society’s scheme of education), Mr. Baynes, Mr. Gwyer, and Mr. 
Longridge (Readers) : 

The case for discussion was as follows :—Hampden v. The 
Collector of Customs for the Port of London. Same v. The Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Citizens of Birmingham. On the 26th of May, 


1909, the House of Commons resolved to agree to the two following 
_ Vii That 
beginning the 6th 


resolutions of the Committee of Ways and Means, viz. : (1) 
Income-tax shall be charged for the year 





| trail. 





of April, 1909, at the rate of one shilling and twopence in 
the pound; (2) that the tea duty, which will expire on the 
Ist of July, 1909, be continued until the 1st of July, 1910, at the same 
rate, viz., fivepence the pound. On the 25th of July, 1909, a cargo of 
tea consigned to the plaintiff from Ceylon arrived at the London Docks. 
The plaintiff required immediate delivery ; but declined to pay duty on 
the ground that none was legally payable. Upon the collector refusing 
to allow the tea to be landed without payment of duty at fivepence a 
pound, the plaintiff paid the amount claimed under protest, and took 
delivery of the cargo. On the 1st of July, 1909, the plaintiff, who is 
the holder of £1,000 Three and a Half per Cent. Birmingham Corpora- 
tion Stock, received by post from the Corporation a warrant for 
£16 9s. 7d., being the half-year’s interest due that day, less Income-tax 
at one shilling and twopence in the pound. He returned the warrant on 
the ground that the sum was incorrect. The Corporation treasurer 
thereupon legally tendered to the plaintiff the sum of £16 9s. 7d., which 
was refused. On the 7th of August, 1909, the plaintiff commenced the 
above actions; the first against the Collector of Customs of the Port 
of London to recover the amount of tea duty paid by the plaintiff, the 
second against the Corporation of Birmingham for the sum of £17 10s., 
the amount of a half-year’s interest on the stock held by him. The 
requirements of the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1895, have been 
complied with. Parliament has not yet embodied the tea duty or 
Income-tax in a statute. The facts are not in dispute. 

Mr. H. R. Pyke and Mr. A. R. N. Powys appeared for the plaintiff ; 
Mr. A. L. Hobhouse and Mr. C. Whitelegge for the Collector of 
Customs; and Mr. B. E. White and Mr. H. B. Hughes for the Co: 
poration of Birmingham. 

Mr. Pyke argued that the defendant must show that a resolution of 
the House of Commons had the force of a statute or that under a 
statute already in force the duty was payable. From the reign of 
Richard II. the assent of Lords and Commons was necessary, and all 
struggles with the Crown had been on this point. To collect a tax by 
resolution merely was unconstitutional, since it was directly contrary to 
the principles of common law. The tea duty was one of the few taxes 
which needed yearly authorisation, and at the time when the duty was 
attempted to be collected there was no Act in force. Citing Section 18 
of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, as the authority on which the 
defendant mainly relied, he said the section merely allowed old duties to 
be continued until new ones, already authorised, came into force. 

Mr. Powys said the effect of Sections 1 and 2 of the Finance Act, 
1908, was to carry on the code with respect to Income-tax until the 5th 
of April, 1909. Thus the whole machinery for the collection of Income- 
tax disappeared on the 6th of April, 1909. The defendants must show 
that they had legal ground for making the deductions complained of. 
This resolution did not revive the code, which ceased on the 5th of 
April, 1909. 

Mr. Hosuovse pointed out that it was unusual for the Finance Act to 
be passed before the date when the new taxes would have to be collected. 
The plaintiff must show that the customary procedure was illegal, and 
the burden of proof was upon him, and he claimed that the action 
should be dismissed with costs. The resolution of the House of Com 
mons was in effect an Act of Parliament, and could impose a duty o1 
continue an old one, and under the Customs Consolidation Act (s. 
18), the authority of the resolution should be taken as the temporary 
legal force which should allow the Collector of Customs to proceed with 
the collection of the new duty. The House of Commons had the privi- 
lege of initiating money Bills, and this privilege rendered it improbable 
that it would be subsequently rejected or amended. Thus a resolution 
of the House of Commons was a guarantee that the House would subse- 
quently pass the Finance Bill. 

Mr. WuireLecce argued that a resolution of the House of Com- 
mons was sufficient. There must be necessarily some delay before 
passing the Appropriation Act, and the mere fact that no small Act 
authorising the interim taxation was passed showed that the resolu- 
tion was considered sufficient. The custom was a very reasonable one. 

Mr. Wuire said the plaintiff was drawing a red herring across the 
The real point was that the defendants were authorised by Act 
of Parliament, contained in the Income Tax Act, 1842, and the 
Act of 1853 made it clear that a period was contemplated when there 
would be a hiatus between the Acts authorising the collection. His 
clients were compelled to do what they did, and were protected by 
statute. 

Mr. Hucues, having addressed the court, Mr. Pyke and Mr. Powys 
replied. 

The PRESIDENT said that no court would presume to give judgment at 
once without considering the various provisions of the Acts of Parliament 
to which his attention had been directed by counsel and without consider- 
ing the very able arguments which had been addressed to the court, so 
that he was not going to deliver any judgment. But he would call their 
attention to two cases which threw some light on the question, and 
which they might perhaps look at with some interest. One of 
those cases was decided in the Supreme Court of New South Wales in 
1892. A mandamus was applied for to call upon a Custom-house official 
to allow certain goods to be entered without paying duty. He had 
demanded duty. It was the case of Hx parte Wills & Co. On the 22nd of 
December the House of Assembly passed a resolution to impose from 
the Ist of December customs duties upon certain goods which had pre- 
viously been admitted to the Colony free of duty, and a Bill to that 
effect, and retrospective to the Ist of December, was introduced. In 
December, and before the Bill became law, the applicants imported 
certain goods, to which the new duties applied. The Collector of 
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Customs having refused to sign the bills of entry for the said goods 
until the duty was paid, the applicants applied for a writ of mandamus 
to compel them to do so. The court refused the writ on the ground 
that the practice of collecting new duties from the date of the resolu- 
tion of the House of Assembly, and before the Bill imposing such 
duties became law, was a well-established and constitutional practice 
instituted for the protection of the Queen’s revenue. The court was 
bound in the exercise of its functions to refuse to grant a writ of 
mandamus in favour of a person having strict legal right, when the 
granting of such writ would prove mischievous and be opposed to well- 
established policy : New South Wales L. R., Vol. 13, 1891-92. The 
court decided that even if an action would lie, they would not grant a 
writ of mandamus. About two or three years afterwards there was 
another case, Zhe Colonial Sugar Manufacturing Co. (Lim.) v. 
Irving (L. R. Appeal Cases, 1906). In this case, before the action was 
brought, Parliament had confirmed the resolution, and then it was 
admitted that it could be decided that the Act would have a retrospec- 
tive effect, and therefore would legalise what might have been illegal 
originally, and Lord Davey, in delivering judgment, said, ‘‘ It is a little 
difficult to understand the first point taken by the appellants. The Par- 
liament had undoubted power to impose taxation under the express 
words of section 51 of the Constitution, and it is not now disputed 
that the Parliament could, if it thought fit, make the Act retrospective, 
and impose the duties from the date of the resolution. That practice is 
(it is believed) universally followed in the Imperial Parliament, and 
(their Lordships were told) is common in the Colonial Legislatures in 
Acts of this description, and for obvious reasons it is convenient and 
almost necessary.’’ He (the President) thought it followed from these 
cases that whether or not the act of the official was illegal, if an Act 
of Parliament was passed afterwards that would relieve the official 
from liability—it would act retrospectively. But supposing no Act of 
Parliament was passed; supposing the resolution was rejected or not 
confirmed by Parliament. Suppose an action was brought before the 
resolution was confirmed by Act of Parliament, he suggested that it 
was a point worth considering whether the court would in its discre- 
tion stay the action until the time was come for confirming the resolu- 
tion by Parliament. But supposing that the resolution was not con- 
firmed by Act of Parliament, the question which had been argued to-day 
seemed to him to raise this extremely difficult point whether, if the form 
of resolution was confirmed by Act of Parliament, the action would lie 
against the official. He thought that in such case the court would pro- 
bably stay the action; but whether an action would lie or not, that was 
the question, the only question argued to-day. He would be a very 
rash man if he were to pronounce any judgment. 

On the motion of Mr. Jenks, seconded by Mr. Gwyer, a vote of 
thanks was passed to Mr. Cohen for presiding, and that gentleman 
having responded, the proceedings terminated. 


Law Students’ Social Union. 


Chief objects : To unite the law students of England and Wales into 
one body, having club headquarters in London. To prepare for the 
free use of members registers of offices and lodgings to let, and of 
situations vacant and wanted. 

The inaugural meeting of this union will be held on Friday, the 5th 
of November, 1909, at 6 for 6.15 p.m., at the Law Society’s Hall, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. (by kind permission of the council). Admission 
free; morning dress. The chair will be taken at 6.15 p.m. sharp by 
W. H. Winterbotham, Esq. (the president of the Law Society). 
Agenda : (i.) 6.15 p.m. To be proposed by Mr. Chadwick, and seconded : 
‘‘ That this meeting is in favour of co-operation with the King’s Club, 
of 75, Jermyn-street, Piccadilly, W., on terms settled by the Pro- 
visional Committee.”’ (ii.) 6.30 p.m. General discussion on the resolu- 
tion and the terms of co-operation. (iii.) The resolution will be put 
to the meeting. (iv.) To be proposed by Mr. Powys, and seconded : 
““That this meeting hereby resolves itself into the ‘Law Students’ 
Social Union,’ and also empowers the Provisional Committee to 
administer such union for a further period of six months, and to draw 
up rules to be approved by the members of the union at their next 
general meeting.’”’ (v.) The chairman will speak to the motion, and 
then put the resolution to the meeting. The meeting will last about 
one hour. 

Important.—It is earnestly requested that all in favour of the move- 
ment will attend the meeting and support the resolutions mentioned 
above, as upon the decision of the meeting depends the future of the 
union. Those intending to be present at the meeting are requested to 
communicate, if possible, with Atherton Powys, joint hon. secretary, 18, 
Glendower-road, East Sheen, Surrey, from whom further particulars of 
the union scheme may be obtained. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


3IRMINGHAM Law Srupents’ Socrery.—Oct. 26.—A joint debate with 
the Liverpool Law Students’ Association was held, Mr. Norris T. 
Foster (barrister-at-law) in the chair. The motion before the house 
was: ‘‘That in the interests of health, progress, and social welfare 
some system of a minimum wage, statutorily fixed, for all able-bodied 
labourers, artificers, handicraftsmen, and the like, whether male or 
female, is desirable.’’ Mr. K. Chappell (Liverpool) opened in 
favour of the motion, and was supported by Messrs. H. F, Bensly 





(Birmingham), J. T. Peet (Liverpool), H. E. Swallow (Birmingham), 
and others. Mr. G. A. Baker (Birmingham) opened in the negative, and 
was supported by Messrs. H. C. Maclean (Liverpool), R. W. Frazier 
(Birmingham), 8S. M. Farmer (Liverpool), and others. The chairman 
summed up in a most interesting manner, and put the motion to the 
house. The first vote resulted in a majority of one in favour of the 
affirmative, one speaker on the negative not voting. On being pressed 
to record his vote, he voted for the negative, and the chairman gave 
his casting vote for that side also. A hearty vote of thanks to the 
chairman concluded the proceedings. 


Obituary. 
Mr. J. Inskip. 


We regret to announce the death, on the 25th inst., of Mr. James 
Inskip, solicitor, of Bristol. He was the son of Mr. T. VF. Inskip, of 
Arlesey, Bedfordshire, and was admitted in 1862, having gained the 
Clifford’s Inn prize. He entered into partnership with Mr. Press, and 
Mr. Brittan subsequently joined the firm, then known as Messrs. 
Brittan, Press, & Inskip; the style now being Inskip & Son. He 
soon obtained distinction in his profession. He was, as the Bristol 
Times and Mirror says, head and shoulders above the average practi- 
tioner. His range of legal knowledge, especially in shipping and com- 
mercial cases, was unrivalled, not only in Bristol, but in a much wider 
area. Anxious clients with intricate litigation on their hands felt that 
if they could only obtain Mr. Inskip’s personal help, their interests were 
as safe as they possibly could be. Brother solicitors were filled with 
admiration for the man’s brain power and his unlimited capacity for 
hard work. He was an intellectual giant amongst advocates. In 
South Wales he was as well known as in Bristol, and in the recent 
attempt to amalgamate railway and dock concerns at Cardiff Mr. Inskip 
was entrusted with the Marquess of Bute’s interests. When the 
Imperial Tobacco Company was formed, Mr. Inskip, who was solicitor 
to the chief promoters—W. D. and H. O. Wills, Limited—acted as 
solicitor, and he was largely responsible for the marshalling of the 
details of that huge enterprise. For some years he remained solicitor 
to the company. It was not merely, however, as a lawyer that Mr. 
Inskip was known. He sat for thirty-two years in the Town Council 
of Bristol, and became an Alderman in 1892, but in 1904 quitted the 
Council. He stood on two occasions as Parliamentary candidate for 
East Bristol, but on each occasion was defeated. He was an active 
Churchman of strong Protestant principles, and was one of the Simeon 
trustees. Among numerous other appointments, he was legal assessor 
to the Local Marine Board, a post which he held for many years. He 
recently gave evidence before the Land Transfer Commission. 





Legal News. 


General. 


At a meeting of the West Kent Justices, held at Maidstone on Friday, 
the 22nd of October, it was resolved that it was desirable to appoint one 
of the Justices to be Third Chairman of the West Kent Quarter 
Sessions, who should preside in the absence of the Chairman (the Right 
Hon. J. G. Talbot, M.P.) or the Deputy Chairman (the Earl of Cran 
brook), and Mr. Edgar J. Elgood, of The Manor House, Sidcup, was 
elected to the new office. Mr. Elgood was called to the .bar at Lincoln’s 
inn in 1875." He was appointed a Justice of the Peace for Kent in 1890. 








An Order in Council is published in the London Gazette making pro 
vision for appeals from the Supreme Court of Queensland. The Order 
in Council of June 30, 1860, is revoked, and it is provided that appeals 
shall lie (a) as of right where the matter in dispute is of £500 or up 
wards; (b) at the discretion of the court where the question involved 
is of great general or public importance, where no final judgment can 
be given in consequence of difference of opinion of judges. Application 
for leave to appeal must be made within twenty-one days of the judg- 
ment appealed from, and leave is only to be given upon the appellants 
entering into security in the sum of £500 for the prosecution of the appeal 
and for the payment of costs. In case of two or more applications aris- 
ing out of the same matter, the court may direct the appeals to be 
consolidated. 

The Royal Assent was given by commission on the 20th inst. to the 
following Bills :—Board of Trade, Secretary of the Board of Agricul- 
ture and Fisheries, Assistant Postmaster-General, Trade Boards, Rule 
Committee, Marine Insurance (Gambling Policies), Local Education 
Authorities (Medical Treatment), Colonial Naval Defence, Naval Estab- 
lishments in British Possessions, Telegraph (Arbitration), Irish Hand- 
loom Weaving, Sir R. Whittington’s Charity, Bridgend (Hope English 
Baptist Chapel, &c.) Charity, John Marshall’s Charity, Lichfield and 
Longdon Congregational Chapels and Trust Property Charity, Dews 
bury and Batley Congregational Chapel Charities, Wortley Congrega- 
tional Chapel Charity, Metropolitan Ambulances, Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion (Anglo-French Convention), Irvine Harbour Order Confirmation, 
Hamilton Burgh Order Confirmation, Marriages Provisional Order (No. 
2), Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9), Lune Fisheries Pro- 
visional Order, Kilkenny, Castlecomer, and Athy Railway, Bury Cor- 
poration, and Edgware and Hampstead Railway, 
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An effort is being made, says the J'imes, to alter the boundaries of | New Haven, and had much to do with the conclusion of the Treaty of 
the County Court Circuit No. 24, over which the late Judge Owen | Peace signed there on August 23, 1905. His circular mission to the 
presided, before his successor is appointed. The feeling prevails in | chief European Governments in the spring of 1907 greatly facilitated 
Monmouthshire that that county ought to be a circuit in itself, and { the work of the second Peace Conference, which met at The Hague in 
even before the late Judge Owen’s death it had be rranged that the autumn of that year, when, however, it became too apparent that 
Sir Ivor Herbert should wait upon the Lord Chancellor and ask him to | the health of this great jurist and diplomatist was no longer what it 
make the change. The circuit now comprises courts in Glamorganshire, had been. He was able quite recently to travel to Paris, in order to 
Monmouthshire, Brecknock, and Herefordshire. It is felt that, as | take part in awarding the Empress Mary of Russia’s prizes for Red 
the population of Monmouthshire has largely increased in the past | Cross work, in which he had always been deeply interested ; and he 
twenty-five years, and mu extra rk has been created by the | attended a meeting at the Academy ; but on June 20 suddenly expired, 
Workmen’s Compensation Act as well by other statutes, the time | in the course of a railway journey from his country property in Livonia 
has arrived when Monmouthshire should be a self ntained circuit. | to St. Petersburg.’ Bs . ; 
ti om roe enaedhang ene would, of c¢ necessitate the re-arrange- | Even members of the legal profession, says a writer in the Railway 

“ News, were, in the old days, prepared to take heavy—some people 

The Government entertain a strong hope, says the Parliamentary | might even say ‘‘ exorbitant ’’—fees from railway companies. Thus we 
correspondent of the T'ime the A nce Companies Bill may be read that the expenditure incurred in pro uring legislative authority 
passed into law this session. The negotiations which have been in | to construct railways has been, in many cases, scarcely credible. While 
progress between different parties affected by the Bill have been | the Parliamentary, surveying, and engineering costs of the Kendal and 
especially active during the last few days, and there is reason to believe | Windermere Company amounted to little more than 2 per cent. on the 
that an agreement has been reached on several outstanding points of | total outlay of the railway, we are assured that the Parliamentary costs 
difficulty raised by Clause 37, which contains the provisions as to col- | of the Brighton Railway averaged £4,806 per mile, Manchester and 
lecting societies and industrial assurance companies. It has already | Birmingham £5,190, and Blackwall £14,414. The Brighton line had to 
been noted that the Labour Party have withdrawn their blocking | contend with three or four other companies during two successive 
motions, and in' various quarters disappointment would be felt if the | sessions, and when the Bill was before the Committee the expense of 
Bill were dropped. That part of the Bill which deals with the publica counsel and witnesses was stated at £1,000 daily, extending over fifty 
tion by companies of a return of their accounts in a form prescribed by | days. The London and Birmingham line escaped much of this cost by 
statute is the result of numerous conferences between the Board of | coming earlier into the field; but the Parliamentary and surveyors’ 
Trade and assurance companies, and it is stated that practically all the | expenses even then amounted to £72,000, which must be regarded as a 
principal interests concerned h ified their agreement to this | reproach on the system of legislation which thus permits impediments 
Among other matte: defir ) insurable interest, and the | to be thrown in the way of works of great and acknowledged usefulness. 
Bill seeks to legalise past insurances s nature which are moral. It is also affirmed that the solicitor’s bill of the South Eastern Railway 

Most men who are old enough to rememl t ] f imprisonment contained 10,000 folios, occupied twelve months in taxation — the 
for debt prior to its so-called aboliti Mr. George Kebbell, | Master, and amounted to £240,000. One company had to fight so hard 
writing to the Evening Standard, will ag ‘ts re-enactment would be | for their Bill that they found, when at length they re ied the last 
an advantage not only to the debtor, but to the minunity at lare stage that of receiving the R yal Assent that their preliminary 
And for the following reasons. amongst others : (1) Under that law the | U2dertakings had cost nearly half a million of money—a sum which had 
Bankruptcy Registrar attended at the “¥ Konth. and if o | 2e6n expended in merely acquiring the privilege of making a railway, 
prisoner were unable to satisfy tl tt for which he was being nd the interest of which has now to be paid by the passengers and 
detained he was compulsorily made | nt. A wise and a merciful | £00ds that travel thereon. Without opposition, the same Bill would 
salstie Tis lank 3) 4a tena ¥6 ant abun hh hse might easily | have been passed into an Act at a cost not worth mentioning, in com- 
be provided against in any fresh legislation)—namely, the sponging- | Parison with the real expenditure. 
house (the officers’ residence where the execution debtor might live so — 
long as he could find means to satisfy the officers’ extortionate demands. 

(2) Imprisonment for ever so short period extinguished the debt, PERSONAL ATTENTION, THE Best Goops, AND MopeRate PRices. 
whilst at the present time a man may go to gaol over and over again in | Drestate and Son, Tailors, 40, High Holborn (first floor). Opposite 
respect of the same liability. A curio ult of this extinguishment | Chancery-lane. Next to the First Avenue Hotel. Established for over 
of the debt was that on the afternoon of the 3lst December, 1869, the ighty years at 301, High Holborn, W.C.— [ApVT. ] 

officers were beseiged by debtors against hom writs of Ca Sa were; = _—___ 

out, and who insisted on being arrested. Whitecro treet Prison that | ee 

night was crowded with execution debt vho were released at SIX 

o’clock the next mornir tT mmencement of the n Act), and me Papers. 

amongst those prisoners of a few hom men who ahees quently | 

achieved fame and wealth. Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Justice Phillimore, in char ing grand ju , at the Bodmin Rota or REGISTRARS IN Asiamenn On 

Assizes on Wednesday, says the 7'1 referred to the fact that they 

“ie J, . ‘ : : * { Emercency Apprat Courr Mr, Justice Mr, Justice 
were beginning to get into workin y A i de} tl Act passed last year for | Date. Rora. No, 2. OYOR, Swinven Eapy. 
the prevention of crime. The Act had already been put in force, and Monday ...Nov. 1 Mr Greswell Mr Goldschmidt Mr Borrer Mr Synge 
he saw that since he had been on circuit e had been brought before Tuesday 0-7-0 Beal Greswell Leach Goldschmidt 
the Court of Criminal Ap _ il, and the result was that the “y were | Wedne SAY 4.05 3 Borrer Beal Farmer Greswell 

: , : Pat ‘ ] : : Thursday ... ...+ 4 Leach Borret Bloxam Beal 

getting the workin f of the into sl upe. It was somew hat cumbrous, PriGA@y .....0.c000 5 Farmer Leach Theed Borrer 
and, he was afraid, somev hat expensl because it was necessary to Saturday 6 Bloxam Farmer Charch Leach 
prove three convictions at the least, and that might require warders } ete satin a ae aie Saidtes ie Miceli 
or policemen from various parts of the United Kingdom. They had |} Date. W annincros. NEVILLE. PARKER. Eves. 
seen the swing of the pendulum backwards and forwards. Very severe | Morday ...Nov. 1 Mr Bloxam Mr Beal Mr Farmse Mr Church 
—he had no hesitation in saying too severe—sentences had been | Tuesday z reeset Dorrer oxem Synge ; 
passed very often for first or se ond offence in the old days, cand | | barn omg ; a enn ll Church + cee 
sometimes when he saw the record of an old pris oner he was terrified | | Friday ae Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Beal 

at the severity of the early sentences he got. Then sg went quite in | Saturday ....... 6 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt _Borrer 

an opposite direction, and very short sentences were passed with very 


excellent effect every now and then upon first offe oan rs or people who 
desired to reform. But, unfortunately for that class of people who 
habitually lived dishonestly, the only effect was that they were let out 


and were doir 
Ww hat 
ins an 


of prison after a few weeks 
and went back again, 
became chargeable to the unions, ‘ 
back to something which, he 


system without idvantages. 


becoming 


its diss 


presumed, had the 


ts of dishonesty, 
said sometimes of people who 
1 outs.” Now they had ecm: 
advantages of the old 


i¢ the same ac 





Writing of the late Professor de Martens in the Journal of the Society 
of Comparative Legislation, Professor Holland says: ‘‘ So greatly was 
he in demand as an arbitrator in international controversies as to have 
been jocularly described as the ‘ Lord Chancellor of Europe.’ 
acted, for instance, in the Newfoundland controversy in 1891, and in 
the Behring Sea question in 1893. A judge of The Hague Tribunal 
from its first institution, he was one of those selected to try the first 
case which came before it, relating to the conflicting claims of the 
United States and Mexico, respectively, to the ‘‘ Fonds pieux des Cali 
fornies ’; and was similarly selected on subsequent In the 
Court of Appeal in cases of prize his presence was invaluable. While 
firmly maintaining what he conceived to be the belli gerent rights of 


occasions. 


Russia, he not seldom corrected the trop de zele o 
first instance. 


{ussian pi retorr to Portsmouth, 


He accompanied the 


He so | 
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f the Prize Courts of | Marshall v Horniman 





THE COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1909. 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 

1909. 


Solomon v London and North-Western Ry Co 
of Mr Justice Hamilton, 
Lancaster, dated May 6, 199 

& Holland v Burns and 
Justice Sutton, dated May 21, 
June 17, and cross-notice by Stevens, 

Roe v Hallamore appln of deft for judgt or 
verdict and judgt, dated May 26, 1909, at 
Grantham and a special jury, 

Hewinson v Meats 


June 3 


Sims anr appl of 


1909, and cross-notice 
dated June 


appl of defts from judgt 


without a jury, West Derby Division of 


pltff from judgt of Mr 


by Burns, dated 
28, 1909 June 7 


new 
ti al 


; trial on appl from 
before Mr Justice 


Middlesex June 
appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 


verdict and judgt, dated June 2, 1909, at trial before Mr. Justice 
Ridley and a special jury, Gloucester June 8 
appln of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Cole 


ridge, without a jury, dated May i9, 190% 


June 9 
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Polack v Goodwin appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgment, dated May 24, l¥uY, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex June 10 

Gould vy Lehwess appln of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 25, 1909 June 11 

Joplin’s Brewery Co Id v Law Guarantee Trust and Accident Soc Id 
appln of defts for judgment or new trial on appl from verdict and 
judgment, dated March 17, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice Sutton 
and a special jury, Lancaster June 14 

Bunning v Mayor, &c, of Cheltenham appl of defendants from judgt 
of Mr Justice Jelf, without a jury, Birmingham, dated May 26, 
1909 June 14 

Thorp v Universal Motor Cab Co ld appln of deft Ker for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 12, 190¥, at 
trial before Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex 
June 15 

Lowery v Walker appl of pltff from judgt of Justices Darling and 
Pickford, dated May 24, 1909 June 16 

Monro v Hicks appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from ver- 
dict and judgt, dated June 9, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice Chan- 
nell and a special jury, Middlesex June 17 

Harrell v London & India Docks Co appl of pltff from judgt of 
Justices Jelf and Bray (Divisional Court), dated May 25, 1909 
June 17 

Ross v Duffin & Son = appln of pltff in person for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 27, 1909, at trial before Mr 
Justice Sutton and a common jury, Middlesex (security ordered) 
June 21 

United Counties Theatres Id v Duprez appl of deft from judgt of 
Mr Justice Pickford, without a jury, Middlesex, dated June 8, 1909 
June 22 

Gibson v Bagley appl of deft from judgt of Mr. Justice Grantham, 
dated June 11, 190y June 22 

Mercantile Steamship Co ld and anr v Hall appl of pltffs from judgt 
of Mr Justice Pickford, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 25, 
1909 June 23 

Weiner v Harris appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 25, 1909 June 24 

Dick v Smith appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham and a 
special jury, Middlesex, dated June 14, 1909, and cross-notice by 
pltff, dated July 24, 1909 June 24 

Stockwell & Co ld v Edwards & Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Sutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated June 11, 1909 
June 24 

London County Council v Rhodes appl of applicants from judgt of 
The Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Jelf, dated June 14, 1909 
June 25 

Parry v Great Western Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appeal from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 5, 1909, at trial before 
Mr Justice Walton and a special jury, Chester June 25 


Sharpe v Bingham appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from | 
verdict and judgt, dated June 21, 190, at trial before Mr Justice | 


Hamilton and a special jury, Nottingham June 
Graham v Smith appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated June 10, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice 
Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex June 28 
In the Matter of The Arbitration Act, 1889, and In the Matter of an 
Arbitration between W J King and R P Houston appl of R P 
Houston from judgt of Justices Darling and A T Lawrence (Divi- 
sional Court), dated June 23, 1909 June 30 
Riddle v The Nugget Polish Co ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Channell, without a jury, Middlesex, dated June 30, 1909 
June 30 
Towerzey v Crook (Issue) appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex, dated June 50, 1909 July 2 
The Mayor, &c, of Kingston-on-Thames (Applicants) v Baverstock 
and ors (Respts) appl of applicants from judgt of The Lord Chief 
Justice and Justices Jelf and Sutton, dated June 9, 1909 July 2 
In re The Agricultural Holdings and In re an Arbitration between 
Phillips and anr (Exors, &c) and Allcroft and anr appl of Phillips 
and anr (Exors) from judgt of Judge Gye, County Court, Hampshire 
(Andover), dated June 12, 1909 July 2 
Jewish Boarding Schools ld v Jacobs appln of pltffs for judgt or new 
trial on appl from order dated June 15, 1909, at trial before Mr 
Justice Sutton and a common jury, Middlesex July 3 
Neilson v Horniman and ors appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex, dated June 28, i909 July 5 
In re an Arbitration between Enoch & Zaretzky Bock & Cold appeal 
of Zaretzky Bock & Co ld from judgt of Justices Darling and A T 
Lawrence, dated June 22, 1909 July 5 
Coxon v Whitley Motor & Cycle Co appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 3, 1909, at trial 
before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
July 6 
3lumberg v Houchin 
ford, without a jury, London, dated July 7, 1909 Juiy 7 
1 Dawson v Hibburn Colliery & Hibburn, &c, Soc 1d appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Newcastle- 
on-Tyne, dated June 18, 1909 July 8 
The Governors of St. Thomas’ Hospital v Richardson appl of pltffs 
from judgt of Mr. Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated June 11, 1909 July 9 


| 








Russell v Amalgamated Soc of Carpenters and Joiners and ors appl 
of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore (point of law), dated 
April 29, 1909 July 12 

Rivett (Applt) v Gibson and anr (Respts) appl of appllt from judgt of 
The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Jelf and A ‘lt’ Lawrence, dated 
June 14, 1909 July 12 

Galbraith v Grimshaw & Baxter appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 6, 1909 
July 12 

Foley’s Charity Trustees v Dudley Corpn appl of defts from judgt of 
Justices Darling and A T Lawrence, dated June 22, 1909 July 14 

Victor v Goddard appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 8, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex July 

Attorney-Gen v Barnet District Gas & Water Co appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated July 13, 1909 July 15 

Humphery v Furber appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 8, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice 
Sutton and a special jury, Winchester July 15 

Musgrave & Sons ld v Mayor, &c, of the City of Bradford appl of 
pltfis from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, without a jury, Midalesex, 
dated June 19, 1909 July 16 

Charles Barker & Son v Mercantile Bank of London appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated July 3, 1909 July 16 

Jones v Great Central Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on app! from verdict and judgt, dated June 18, 1909, at trial before 
Mr Justice Bucknill and a special jury, York July 16 

Schofield v Mayor, &c, of Bolton appl of defts from jvdgt of Mr 
Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Salford Division, dated July 
12, 1909 July 17 

Wheeler v Laitner appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 6, 1909 July 19 

Gill vy Dormer and ors appl of deft Wolkenstein from judgt of Mr 
Justice Phillimore, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 4, 1909 
July 19 

Cohen & Co v Ulph & Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bucknill, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 9, 1909 July 19 

Griffiths v Pilbrow appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan ov, 1909 July 19 

Llangattock vy Watney, Combe, Reid & Co ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence (special case), dated July 12, 
1909 July 19 

Hoffman v Robinson appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated June 29, 1909 July 20 

Atkins v Hutton appl of pltff from judgt of Justices Darling and 
Jelf, dated July 13, 1909 July 21. 

Miller v The Pilot Insce Corpn appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bucknill, dated July 9, lsvd July 22 

Moorat v Romani appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 21, 1909 July 23 

3oyd v Higgs’ Dairy Farm ld and ors appl of deft P. Shorrock for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 9, 1909, 
at trial before Mr Justice Walton and a common jury, Middlesex 
July 23 

Karno v Spratt appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated June 28, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice 
Channell and a common jury, Devon July 24 

Austwick v Midland Ry Co appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 14, 1909, at trial before Mr 
Justice Grantham and a special jury, Leeds July 24 

Oppenheim v Park Hall & Hotel Co ld appln of defts for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 12, 1909, at trial 
before Mr Justice Channell and a common jury, Bristol July 24 

J Briggs and ors v Hinde appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 12, 1909, at trial before Mr 
Justice Grantham and a special jury, Leeds July 24 

Scott v Griffiths appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 20, 1909 July 26 

Lawford v Sir W Armstrong, Whitworth & Co ld appln of pltff for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 15, 
1909, at trial before The Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, 
Middlesex July 26 

Hare & Co v Ocean Accident & Guarantee Corpn ld appl of pltffs from 
judgment of Justices Darling and Phillimore (Divisional Court), 
dated July 10, 1909 July 26 

appl of pltff from judgment of Justices Darling 
and Jelf, dated July 14, 1909 July 28 

Weston v Brown & Sons ld appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 13, 1909, at trial before Mr 
Commissioner Avory, K.C., and a common jury, Chelmsford July 28 


Easmon v Murray 


| The King v The South-Eastern Ry Co appl of defts from judgt of 


appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Pick- | 





Davies v E Hulton & Co ld 


Ashton & Mitchell v Van Biene 


Mr Justice Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 19, 1909 
July 28 

— of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 24, 1909, at trial before Mr 
Justice Hamilton and a special jury, Liverpool July 28 
appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Phillimore, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 23, 1909 July 29 


Colbert v Lancashire & Yorkshire Ry appl of defts from judgt 


of Justices Darling and Jelf, dated July 19, 1909 July 30 
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Platt v London & North-Western Ry Co 


trial before The Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, Middlesex 
July 30 

Walke v Talbot appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, with- 
out a jury, Middlesex, dated July 16, 1909 July 31 

Marks v Skinner and ors appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 24, 1909, at trial before Mr 
Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex July 31 

J Butler & Co v Mirrlees, Bickerton & Day ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, West Riding, York- 
shire, dated July 17,1909 July 31 

Joseph v John Fenton & Sons ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 16, 1909, at trial before 
Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex Aug 3 

Dendy v Evans and anr appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Darling, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 24, 1909 Aug 4 

The Holland Steamship Co ld and The National Steam Shipping Co 
v The Bristol Steam Navigation Co ld appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 18, 


1909 Aug 5 
Matthews v The Hygienic Institute appln of pltffs for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 26, 1909, at trial 


Channell and a common jury, Glamorganshire 


before Mr Justice 
Aug 6 

The King v The Board of Education appl of respts from judgt of The 
Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and A T Lawrence (Divi 
sional Court), dated July 30, 1909 Aug 10 Same v Same appl of 
respts from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and 
A T Lawrence (Divisional Court), dated July 30, 1909 Aug 10 

Joseph Watson & Sons ld v Midland Ry Co (Railway and Canal Com- 
mission) “appl of applicants from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, 
The Hon A E 
July 28, 1909 Aug 11 

Davies v Chamberlain and anr appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Pickford, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 28, 1909 Aug 12 

In re L S C B Weatherley (a Solr, &c) and In re Solicitors’ Act, 1888, 
appl of L 8 C B Weatherley from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Darling and A T Lawrence, dated July 28, 1909 Aug 12 

Thackeray v The Encore ld and ors appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 22, 1909, at trial 
before Mr Justice Walton and a common jury, Middlesex Aug 13 

Barkworth and anr v Gant appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 13, 1909 Aug 13 

In re & B Loynes & H E Loynes (Solrs, & appl of W. Bennett from 
order in chambers of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated July 21, 1909 Aug 13 

The Licensed Victuallers’ Asylum v Giles appl of pltffs from judgt of 
Mr Justice Jelf, withouc a jury, Middiesex, dated July 22, 1909 
Aug 16 

Barry v Pardy appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, with 
out a jury, Middlesex, dated July 30, 1909 Aug 24 

Hall v Marconi’s Wireless Telegraph Co Id appl of pltff from judgt 
of Mr Justice Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 15, 
1909 Aug 3l 

Riggall v Forman appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, 
without a jury, Lincoln, dated July 29, 1909 Sept 4 

Duff v McHardy appl of deft from judgt of Justices Jelf and A T 
Lawrence, dated June 19, 1909 Sept 21 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
DIVISION (ADMIRALTY) 


ADMIRALTY 


With Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 
lsu. 


Egyptian—1909—Folio 175 The Owners of the Steampship Nelson v 


The Owners of the Steamship Egyptian (damage) appl of defts from { 


judgment of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated June 29, 1909 July 6 

Vrankfort—1909—Folio 184 The Owners of Steamship Thornley v 
The Lancashire & Yorkshire Ry Co (damage) appl of defts from 
judgt of The President, dated May 28, 1909, and cross-notice by 
pltfis, dated July 28, 1909 July 20 

Astrakhan—1909—Folio 129 The King and Government of Denmark 
v The Owners of the Steamship Astrakhan (damage) appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, dated June 25, 1909 
Aug. 9 

Without Nautical Assessors, 
1909. 

Avoca—1908—Folio 343 Owners of Cargo of Steamship Nordsee v 
Robert Robertson Shankland and Robert Gardner Mountain & Co ld 
appl of pltfis (judgment creditors) from judgt of The President, dated 
May 28, 1909 June 24 


(Interlocutory List.) 


Lindisfarne—1908—Folio 318 The Owners of the French Sailing Vessel 
Xenophon v The Owners of The Russian Sailing Ship Lindisfarne 


appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated July 12, 
1909 July 24 

Trevider—1908—Folio 425 The Owners of Steamship Zoe v 
Owners of Steamship Trevider 
Justice Bargrave Deane, dated July 26, 1909 


The 
appl of defts from order of Mr 
August 4 


appln of pltff for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 9, 1909, at 


Gathorne Hardy, and Sir James Woodhouse, dated | 








FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1908, 


In the Matter of an Arbitration between Messrs Enoch & Sons, Pro 
prietors of St. James’ Hall and Vert Sinkins Concert Direction ]d, and 
In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889 appl of Enoch & Sons 
from order of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated March 28, 1908 April 8 
(so liberty to apply to restore) 

Grant & Sons v Pickfords ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated May 1, 1908 (s o liberty to restore) April 12 

1909. 

Campbell & Handman v Erpingham Rural District Council, appl of 
pltifs from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated Jan 15, 1909 Jan 29 
(part heard before Vaughan Williams, Buckley and Kennedy, LJJ) 

Llewelyn v Glantawe appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, 
dated July 23,1909 July 28 

Weidemann v The Chartered Bank of India, Australia and China app! 

of clmt from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated July 13, 1909 July 28 

tadbury Bros ld and ors v Standard Newspapers id and cross-notice 

appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated July 29, 1909 

July 

Paull vy Gardiner appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 

July 19, 1909 pm 29 

Babcock & Wilcox ld v Spearing appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Bucknill, dated July 19, 1909 July 30 

Same v Same appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 
July 19,1909 July 30 

Johnson (trading as Adcock, Easton & Co) v The Guardians of St Mary, 
Islington appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 
July 14, 1909 August 3 

Carpenter v Labouchere appl of deft from order The Lord Chief 
Justice, dated July 27, 1909 August 4 

Goldkuhl v Allen & Norris appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Bucknill, dated July 30, 1909 August 5 

Wyler and anr v Lewis and anr appl of pltffs from 
Justice Phillimore, dated Julv 28, 1909 August 10 

Bodman v Burgoyne, Blanchard & Co appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Bucknill, dated July 31, 1909 August 12 

Chester Water Works v Guardians of the Poor, &c, Chester appl of 
defts from order in Chambers of Mr Justice Hamilton, dated August 5, 
1909 August 19 

Hopmann v Paterson & Co ld appl of defts from order in Chambers of 
Mr Justice Hamilton, dated August 5, 1909 August 24 

R Empson ld v Gonin appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Hamilton, 
dated August 31, 1909 Sept 6 

Trust Company of America v Von Horst appl of pltffs from order of 
Mr Justice Neville, dated Sept 7, 1909 Sept 13 

Allen v Cooper and ors app! of pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated Sept 14, 1909 Sept 18 

Universal Stock Exchange ld v Cook & Co and anr appl of deft Middle- 
ton from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Sept 7, 1909 Sep t21 

Parsons & Henderson v Wolf appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Neville, dated Sept 21, 1909 Sept 28 

In ne Tue Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 ann 1906. 


~ 


Bucknill, dated 


Justice 


order of Mr 


(From County Courts.) 
1909. 
Littleford v Connell appl of respt from award of 
(Middlesex, Uxbridge), dated July 1, 1909 July 22 
Cowan v Simpson appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Hampshire, Southampton), dated July 6, 1909 July 23 
Mercer v Hilton appl of respt from award of County Court (Lanca- 
shire, Manchester), dated July 12, 1909 July 23 
Armstrong v Russell (trading, &c) appl of respt from award of 
County Court (Lancashire, Manchester), dated July 12, 1909 July 23 
Marshall vy The Orient Steam Navigation Co ld appl of respts from 
award of County Court (Essex, Grays Thurrock), dated July 20, 
1909 July 23 
Turner v Brooks & Doxey ]ld_ appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Lancashire, Manchester), dated July 7, 1909 July 27 
Horsman v The Glasgow Navigation Co ld appl of respts from award 
of County Court (Lancashire, Oldham), dated July 8, 1909 July 29 
Berryman v C H Glover & Co ld appl of applicant from award of 
County Court, dated July 8, 1909 July 29 
Hill v The Ocean Coal Co ld appl of applicant from award of County 


County Court 


Court (Glamorganshire, Pontypridd), dated July 14, 1909 July 30 
Cook v Mayor, &c, of Kensington appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Middlesex, Marylebone), dated July 20, lug 


August 3 

Ruabon Coal, &c, Co ld v Thomas 
County Court (Denbighshire, Wrexham), 
August 4 

Phillips v Carlton Main Colliery Co ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Yorkshirke, Barnsley), dated July 14, 1909 August 7 

Bramley v A Evans & Sons appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Middlesex, West London), dated July 26, 1909 August 7 

Walker v The Owners of the Ship ‘“‘ Pericles’’ appl of applicant from 
award of County Court (Middlesex, Marylebone), dated July 19, 
1909 August 7 

Thackway v Connelly & Sons appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Herefordshire, Hereford), dated July 20, 1909 August 9 . 


appl of applicants from award of 


dated July 14, 1909 


2b 


Hehe a 
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Provincial Esrerrainuenis, Lro, 


Gill v Marsh, Jones & Cribb ld 
Court (Yorkshire, Leeds), dated July 21, 1909 August 10. 

Howells v' The Ebbw Vale Steel Co Id appl of applicant from award 
of County Court (Monmouthshire, Tredegar), dated Aug 3, 1909 
Aug 18 ; ; 

Anderson and ors v Mayor, &c, of Pwllheli appl of respts from award 
of County Court (Carnarvonshire, Pwllheli), dated Aug 5, 1909 
Aug 18 ; 

Morgan v Owners of Vessel ‘‘'Tynron’’ appl of applicant from award 
of County Court (Cardiganshire, Aberavon), dated Aug 9, 1909 | 
Aug 25 coe 

Proctor & Sons v Robinson appl of applicants from award of County 
Court (Derbyshire, Derby and Long Eaton), dated Aug 3, 190 
August 25 ; 

Butt v Gellyceidrim Colliery Co ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Carmarthenshire, Llandilo-fawr), dated Aug 12, 1909 
August 26 

Roberts v The Crystal Palace Football Club Id 
award of County Court (Surrey, Croydon), dated Aug 11, 
Aug 28 Walker v Same appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Surrey, Croydon), dated Aug 11. 1909 Aug 28 

lhe Cawdor. & Garnant Collieries ld v Jones appl of respt from 
award of County Court (Carmarthenshire, Llandilo-fawr), dated 
Aug 18, 1909 

The Gellyceidrim Colliery Co Id vy 
of County Court (Carmarthenshire, Llandilo-fawr), 
1909 Aug 30 

Shaw v Wigan Coal and Iron Co Id appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Lancashire, Leigh), dated Aug 27, 1909 Sept 16 
N.B.—The above list contains Chancery, Palatine, and King’s Bench | 

final and interlocutory appeals, &c., set down to October 4, 1909, 


appl of respts from 


] fogs 
vores 


dated Aug 12, 











Winding-up Notices. 
« 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct. 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTeD IN CBANOERY. 

ArGyuits, Loxpoy, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or })fore Nov 6, to send their 
nares ard addresses, and particulars of their debts or claime, to Robertson Laweon, 
34, Old Broad st. Stevbenson & Co, Lombard st, solors for the liquidator 

Boutper Derr Lsvecs (1907), Liv—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 3, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Williai | 


Ernest Treweek, liqaidator Nov. 10 and 11.—Messra. Harkovs, at 36, Fiaclley-road, 
Effects (see udvertisement, page xv, this week). 

Noy. 10,—Mesere. Epwin Fox & Bousrievp, at the Mart, at 2: 
ment and Frechold Ground-rent (see advertisement, page Xv, this week). 
v. 10.—-Mes+rs. Davio BurNetr, Son, & BavpEry, at the Mart, at 2 Life Interest 
‘ in Freehold and Leasehold Properties (sse advertisement, back page, Oct, 23). 
Nov. 11.—Messre. Fanesrormrr, Evus & Co., at 


G. Owen & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 18, directed to be heard on 
Nov 2. Boustred & 8.n, London wall, solors for pstner Notice of appearing must 
reach the aboge-named not later thar 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Noy 1 


GReENLAND, Piznson & Co, Lip (ty VoLunrary Liguipation)—Creditors are required, | Nw 


on or before Nov 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Frank C. Bevan, Bank bldgs, Swansea, liquidator 


| Nov. 1.—-Messrs, ALDxiper, Doveras & Co,, on the promises, at IL: 
House 
Nov. pied een Dawie. & lyexsoy, at the Swan Hotel, Stratford, K., at 8 
Bu iding Plots; and Nov, 16, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences and Leasshold 
Investiuents (see advertisement, page xv, this week). 
Nov. 3.—Messts. Sacrer, Rex & Vo,, at the Mart, at2: 
advertisement, page xv tl.is wees). 
Noy. 4.— Me sars. H, E, Fosrer & Cranrrevp, at tlio Maro, at 
Policies of Assurance, Stoces and Shares, &c. (see ailvertisement, page 


appl a pongee from award of wean’ | Coysouiparep Expioration aN» DEvetorMenNt (Ruopegsia) Co, Lip. 
Tar Box Syyvicars, Lro, 

Narxum & Br xzs, Lip. 

AppREssoGRAPH, Lro. 

Wesr AusTRaLian GoLprigsps, Liv. 

Morraaty & Co, Lr. 

Lowpon-Paris Sxynpicare, Lro, 

TamBorsan Synpvicare, Lip 

Broomassiz Mines, Liv. (Reconstruction). 


2 


London Gasette.—Tusspax, Oct, 2%. 


“ Torrineton’’ Stgamsmir Cc, Lro, 
* We.iinaton” SreAmsair Co, Lrv. 
“TpopxsugiaH ” Steamsoire Co, Lip 
“ Donsigrn” Sreamsuip Co, Lrp. 
“ Noxtyam” Sreamsair Co, Li», 
“ToxrsipGe”’ Srsamsarre Co, Lip. 
| * Apprepoke”’ Srgeamsair Co, Liv, 
“Cnoxtey”’ Sreamsaire Uo, Lrp. 
““Woopa’’ Sreamsurp Co, Lrp. 
“ Wesrwanp Ho" Stgamsutr Co, Lip. 
“ Sovrnrvort” Sreamsuir Co, Lrp. 
*Cautmieicu”’ Sreamsaip Co, Lip. 
1909 | * Suampow”’ Sreamsuir Co, Lrr. 
“ | “sre W, T. Lewis” STEaMsHIY Co, Lip. 
*Lapy Lewis’? Stgamsuie Co, Lip. 
Bossatini & Co, Lip, 
Francis Newron, Lp. 
Saexn Esrate, Lop. 
. H. Lances Successors, Liv. 
Aug 50 : | New Axim Co, Lrp. 
appl of respt from award | Bau ’ : 
Dygers Ozosic Pure Agrarep WArgEs Co, Lip, 
Synpvicare Lamp Co, Lro, 
Parston Warrnoustse Co, Lip, 
Du.icrs Nompres Sitvesx Misine Co, Lro. 
AromE Exrenpep Minxgs, Lip, 
|} Park Movox Cas Co, Lip, 


rer, Ilont & Co, Lr, 


The Property Mart. 
Forthcoming Auction Sales. Detached 





Ps ee igcmel bac air 4, 23). 
e advertieement, back paye, Oc ) caodaie 
Frechold Ground-rent (sec 
2; Absolate Reversion, 
xvi, this weok). 
N,W.: Furniture and 


Leasehuld Invest- 


the Mart, at 2: Ground-rent, 


Haynans §1ar, Lrp— Creditors are required, on or before Dac 3, to rend their names | Leadenhall-street, and Long Leasehold Property, Arundel-strect, Strand (see advertise- 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Ernest | ment, back page, Oct. 23). 


Treweek, 1 qu dator 
Hatry Brewer, Lrp—Petn fcr winding up, presented Oct 19, directed to be heard 
Noy 2, Skipper Tucker, Warwick ct, Gray's inn, solors for the petners. Notice 


Nov 
Krzy & Son, Lrp—Creditors are required, forthwith, to send their nam s and | 
addreseer, and the particulars of their debts or claime, to Herbert Jamos Eldridge, 12, 
8t Mary Axe, liquidator | 
Motor Cas anyp Van Surety Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 18, directed 
to be heard Nov 2. Knight, Caunon st, solor for the petser. Nocice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the aftern:on of Nov 1 | 
PoorE, Prrtir & Srevant, Lrp—Cresitors are required, on or before Noy 9, to send 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas , 
Atkins Wall, 37, King st, Cheapside, liquidator ~ 
8. A. U. Synpicate, Lip (im VoLuntaky Liquiparton) —Creditors are required. on or 
before Nov 15, to send their names ard addresses, and the particolars of their 


debts or claims, to Arthur Hebden, liquidator | Bevt 


London Gazette,—Tvurspay, Uct. 26, 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, | Bow 


Limitep 1n CHANCERY. 


ome FE Lrp—Petn for winding up, presents d Oct 23, directed to be heard Nov | Bk 


H & J Y Jobnson, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for the petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of | »* 
ov 


** Apvert”’ Nov gity Co, Lip (in Votunrany Liguipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Nov 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 


debts or claims, to E. G. Pugh, 61, High rd, South Tottenbam, liquidator | VLAB 
Coates, Witiian Ibpersoy 


Coates, Ans, Sedgefield, Durham Oct 21 Lodge, & 
Coorry, Sanau Workman, Bristol Nov19 Brittan & Co, Biistol : 
Caasiwce, Hauer, Old Denaby, nr Rotherham, Yorks Noy1 J W & A E Hattersley, 


Bucxineuam Gate Ganace AnD ENGINEERING Co, Lro —- Creditors are required, ou 
or before Nov 24, to send their »ames and addresses, and the particulars of their 
claims, to Henry Franvis Waller, 63, Queen Victoria st. Neve & Co, solurs to the 
l.quidator. 

Emi, Friaptry, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presouted Oct. 22, directed to be heard at 
Bradford on Noy 16. Watson & Co, Bradford, solors for the petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named nut later than 6 o’clock in the afternuvon 
of Nov 

Kinesipg Zinc Brenve Co, Lrp—Ureditors are required, on or before Nov 11, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Herbert Gold, Winnington, Northwich, liquidator 

MeETROovoLITON Hokse Saorine Co, Lip—Creditors are require 1, on or before Nov 30, 
to send their hanes and addresses, and the particalarscf their debts or claims, to 
James Robb Dickson and John Charles Price, 45, Glasshouse st, Regent st, liquidators 


Ds 
i 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Fuips¥, Oct. 22. 
Atk Tigh: Seacrinc Devecopment Synpicare, Lro (Reconstruction) 
Woo.tey’s, Lip (Reconstruction) 
HANNANS Stan, Lip, 
Boutpgrz Dave Leveis (1907), Lip, 
Josrpa Macwus & Nevurw, Lrp, 
Heznz Brick Co, Lro. 
Kuat, Lro. 
Sootsre pes Ancrens EraBuisseMents Curyarpd rr WaALcKer (AGENCE D’ANGLE- 
TERRE), Ltp, 

DeRbysniee Courter Newsrarer Steam Paixtina ann Pusiisurne Co, Lip. 
JRIFYIN TRonNWwoRKS Co, Lip, 
GREENLAND, Pizzson, & Co Lip. 


Basrcett, WittiAmM Freperick, Eastbourne, 


syuer, Col Wittiam Ervyest, Dorche-ter Nov 15 Wood & Cu 


Hanp 


Kem 


Nov. 23.—Messrs. Disennam, Tewson, Ricwanvson & Cy,, at tho Mart, at 2: Free- 
hold Ground-rents (see advertisement, page xv, this we2k). 
‘ Dec. 8.—Mesers. IsoLtors, at the Mart: Residence (see advertisement, page Xv, 
of — must reach the abo\e named rot later than 6 o’cluck in the afternoon vf | this weck). 
| 





Creditors’ Notices 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or CLAim, 
Loadon Gagette.—Tvussvay, Oct. 1? 





NALL, Watien Faancis, Dierbegok rd, Hern: Hill, Storekeeper Nov 12 Evans & 


Co, Thesbalds rd, Bedford row 
Bank Manager Nov 10 Larkin, War- 
miaster rd, South Norwood 
sv, Huu Buane it, Palace gardens ter, Ken-ington 
Sons, Buckingham gate 
yy, Tuomas James, Little Jamee st 
Nisbet, Johan st, Bedford row 

James, Sheffield Nov 309 Taylor & Hummet, Sheffield 

Ary Euis a 


Nov8 Knapp-Fisher & 
Jedford ruw, Carman Nov J0 Maskell & 


Shettield Dec 1 Taylor & Emmet, Shetlield 
Raymond bldg: 


Gray's inn 


Buckuan, Georce, North Berwick, Haddington Nov 12 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 
Carvantenr, Kev Javez Gray, Newport, Essex Novy 16 Metcalfe, Minories 


Joseru, Cransford, Suffolk, Farmer Nov 20 Ling, Framlingham 
Sedgefield, Durham Oct 21 Lodge, Sedgeneld, Durham 
gefleld, Durham 





Mexborough 


wn, Astuve James, Yeovil Nov16 Bradley & Co, Callum st 


xpos, Evizavetu, Stratford on Avon Uct 451 Ph lips, Stratford un Avon 
Haven, Ep\\ agv, Uvington st, Chelsea Oct 31 Gibson & Co, Portugal st bldg», Lincoln's 


inn 


inc, Carutine, Brockley Noy 11 Sandvum & Co, Deptford 

Hakxison, Joux, Newark on Trent Noy 19 Larken & Co, Newark on Trent 
|} Hiure 
Kerwurno, James Hunp, Shetlield, Doctor Nov15 Parker & Braiistu:d, Sheiiield 
Kee.isu, Metra Brackenpcny Pearson, Sheffield Nov 15 Parker & Brailaford, 


Janus SMaALLMAN, Rochester Nev 7 Watson, High st, Roch-ster 


Shettield 


, Geonu¥, Haywards Heath Nov 2) Hillman, Lewes 

Kipp, Georve, York, Builder Novlo EJ &A Peters, York 

Kipp, Soruts, York Nov16é EJ & A Peters, York 

Mackuiny, Hexay, Devonport Nov 10 Pearce, Devonpert 

Oares, Hannau, Bradford Nov13 Wright & Co, Bradford 

Pearson, WittiaM, Scrooby, Notts Nov 8 Andrews, Doncaster 

Puryam, Faepexick, Weymouth st, Portland pl Nov 15 Harman & Son, Great Port- 
land st 

Ratcetire£, EumA, Mytholmroyd, Yorks Nov5 Shaw, Hebden Bridge 

RusseLy, Georce James, York, Draper Novi6 EJ & A Peters, York 

Srevens, WiiL1AM, Tinsley, Shetiicil Novy 20 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Srevenrs, Sanau Avy, Tinsley, Sheffield Nov 20 Rodgers & Co, Shetfield 

Wixsoy, Jaye, Beverley, Yorks Decl4 Rollit & Sons, Hull 


London Gazette. —Frivay, Oct. 15. 


Asso011, An» Exizs, Prospect Hill, Kedditch Nov 15 Tunbridge & Co, KRedditca 
Apnotr, Exvizasets, Redditch, Worcester Nov 15 Tunbridge & 


Co, Redditch 
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ALEXANDER, Grorce Luaspix, Tyne Dock, Durham, Deputy Dock Master Oct 39 
bane & Co, South Shields 

Buack, Major-Gen Sir Witsonz, KCB, Charles st, 8t James’ Dec 13 Waltons & Co, 
adenhall st 

*Barton, Ann Lz, Hove, Sussex Nov 24 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

Brown, Mary, Atherton, Lancs Oct 29 Maria Ellen Haslam, St John’s p), Atherton 

Comrort, Etten Apa, Whetstone Novi13 Kingsford & Co, Essex st, Stran 

Crorts, SaAtty Gertrupe, Chesterfield Novi1é6 Ward & Co, Chesterfield 

Daruinoton, Bexsamix, Barrow, Chester, Farmer Oct 30 Evans, Chester 

Day, MarGaret, Bolton, Tobacconist Nov 1 Ritson, Bolton 

Dean, Grorce, Mattersey, Notts, Farmer Decl Jones & Wells, East Retford, Notts 

Duwninc, James, Bolton, Painter Nov13 Dutton & Son, Bolton 

Esrcourt, ALbert, Gloucester Nov 20 Treasure, Gloucester 

Foors, Henry, Victoria st, Electrical Engineer Dec1 S8tilgoes, Essex st, Strand 

Fox, Joseph Woopurap, Wibsey, Bradford Noy 20 Farrow & Co, Bradford 

Grant, Josera Bensamin, Sheffield Dee 31 Porrett & Fawcett, Sheffield 

Haexer, Carouive, Ealing Nov 16 Tassell & Son, Faversham 

Harrison, Huaa Erat, Sussex pl, Regent’s Park Decl Iliffe & Co, Bedford row 

Hayes, Toomas Crawrorp, Clarges st, Mayfair, Physician Nov12 Dawes & Son, Angel 

ct, Throgmorton st 

Houpinc, Grornce Samvuet, Ealing Nov 26 Faithfull & Owen, Lombard st 

Hupsos, Grorce, Tutters Hill, Cheddar, Somerset Nov 16 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

Jorpisox, CuatstorHeR, Malpas, Chester, Surgeon Oct 29 Lee, Whitchurch 

Lave, Emtrty Exiza, South st, Park In Nov 30 Prideaux & Sons, Goldsmiths Hall 


Luarp, Saran Frances, Southborough, Tunbridge Weils Nov 15 Frere & Co, Lincoln's 


inn fields 

Lyyez, Atice, Tregoose, Mawgan in Menerge, Cornwall Nov9 Thomas, Helston 

Lyon, Disaun, Moss Side, Manchester Novl Heathcote & Webb, Manchester 

Mortram, Evizapetu, Cheetham Hill, Manchester Dec 4 Lawson & Co, Manchester 

O’Donsagxt, Lieut-Col James Joun, Kirkee Poona, India Nov14 Hopgoods & Dowson, 
Spring gdns 

Ovenv » Wititam, Ivychureh, Kent, Farmer Nov2 Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 

Pierce, Joun Truprecy,J P, DL, Danbury, Essex Dec 1 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

RackstTrRaw, Grorce, Gravesend Novi15 Hatten & Co, Gravesend 

Renwick, Wittiam Henry, Hexham, Northumberland Nov 20 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Ropiyson, Artuur James, Upton, Glos, Farmer Dec 1_ Crossman & Co, Thornbury 

— Stockton on Tees, Chartered Accountant Dec 22 Faber & Co, Stockton 
on Tees 

corr, Maria, Manningham, Bradford Nov13 Ratcliffe & Greenwood, Bradford 

Smita, Aayxgs, Freckleton, Lancs Novl Turner & Sons, Preston 

Smith, Janzrra, Bath Dec 31 King, Bristol 

Srevenson, NaTHANigL, Wimpole st, Cavendish sq, Surgeon Dentist Nov 27 
Collins, Trump st, King st 

TREGALLAS, SAmvuEL, Saint Agnes, Cornwall Novy10 Hancock, Truro 

Warker, Caarues, Longwood, Hudderefield, Mill Owner Nov1 Walker, Manchester 

Wanrina, Mativpa Coartorte, Garforth, Yorks Nov 13 Farrar & Co, Wardrobe pl, 
Doctors’ commons 

Waittey, Cuar.tes Tuomas. Stretton, Chester, JP Nov 24 Davies & Co, Warrington 

Warina, Witt1am Err, Wadsley, Ecclesfield Novy 13 Farrar & Co, Wardrobe pl, 
Doctors’ commons 

Warman, Cuarvies, Commercial rd, Stepney, Dairyman Noy 20 
Basinghall st 


Dees & Thompson, 


Wild & 


R & R T Jennings, | 


Wuire, Saran Ans, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov20 Dees & Thompson, Newcastle upon 
ne 
Witxissoy, EmtLy Anne, Southborough, Tunbridge Wells Nov 30 Downie & Gadban, 


Alton, Hants 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Oct. 19. 

Anson, Hon and Right Rev Ave.seat Joun Rosert, DD, Lichfield Nov 80 Broughton 
& Co, Great Marlborough st 

Apps, Exizasets, Redhill, Surrey Dec 15 Morris & Nightingale, Redhill, 

Backer, Henry McLavucuian, Champion park, Denmark hill Nov 15 
Co, College hill 

Backer, £11za, Champion park, Denmark hill Nov15 Bridgman & Co, College hill 

Barxer, Jouyx, Lower Broughton, Salf.rd Novi6é Orrell, Manchester 

Bay.ey, Freperick Joun, Margate, Licensed Victualler Nov1l Hills& Shea, Margate 

Bewnert, James WiLL1AM, Branksome Park, Dorset Dec 1 Lowless & Co, Great St Helen’s 

ee, eres Drayton gdns, South Kensington Dec 1 Pope, Devereux 
ct, Temple 

Brown, Mary, Atherton Oct 29 Maria Ellen Haslam, 8t John’s pl, Atherton 

Buaensipg, Sir Bruce Locxuart, Raynes Park, Surrey Nov20 Burchells, The Sanctuary 

Burton, Louisa, Dudley, Worcester Novi Cooksey & Co, Old Gill, Staffs 

Buswe.t, Cuaries Tuomas. Christchurch, Hants Novs Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary 

Carrineton, W1LL1AM, Croydon Nov2U0 Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 

Criarkson, Atice, Southport Dee 1 Mawdsley & Hadfield, Southport 

Donacay, Louisa, New Brighton, Chester Nov 15 Lawson & Co, Manchester 

Epwarps, Fraeperick Lewis, Breams bldgs, Chancery In Jan 1 Ashley 
Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry 

Face, Saran Any, Croydon Nov9 Peard & Co, Croydon 

Farkyer, Exvizanetu, Eastbourne Nov 20 Guscotte & Co, Essex st, Strand 

Gout, Rosert, Cambridge Nov 20 Foster, Cambridge 

Haxes, Francis Henry, Cambridge st, Hyde Park, Chief Cashier GNR Nov 23 Bower 
& Co, Breams bldgs, Chancery In 

Hayp.ey, Frances Auice, Rochdale Nov 13 Cornish & Forfar, Liverpool 

Lapp, Tuomas Rozert, Brixton Nov1 Wilde, Victoria st 

Low, Lady Exiza, Surbiton Nov 30 Car & Co, High Holborn 

Mein, Manion Isase.ta, Hove,Sussex Nov 30 Holmes & Co, Brighton 

Me vvitir, WiLLtiAm, Wimbledon Decl Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 

Moore, Francis Rospertson, Myton, Warwick, Solicitor Oct 30 Moore & Tibbits, 
Warwick 

Pimtorr, Tuomas, Macclesfield, Hawker Nov25 Hand, Macclesfield 

Ripspa.e, AtrreD, Coleherne ct, South Kensington Nov 20 Lindo & Co, Weat st, 
Finsbury circus 

Ruppie, Greouce Sxeate, Bishop’s Cannings, Wilts Nov 13 
Devizes 

Scorr, MatrHew, Bradford Nov 13 Ratcliffe & Greenwood, Bradford 

Seep, Gzorcz Henry, West Didsbury, Manchester, Mercantile Clerk Novy 20 Higson & 
Co, Manchester 

Tuomrson. James, Bury, Lancs, Builder Nov 23 Butcher & Barlow, Bury, Lancs 

TupsgR, THomas W1s.L1AM, Ipswich, Builder Nov2 Marshall, [pswic 

Tworr, Sarau Exvizapetn, Speldhurst, Kent Nov12 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

Wa.ier, Maj-Gen WiLLiam Nogx, Farmington Lodge, Glos Nov 30 Collyer-Bristow & 
Co, Bedford row 

Wuirte, Jouy, Weymouth Nov 22 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 

Wuirsam, Exizanetu, Leeds Nov 22 Crawford, Leeds 

Wrvzues, Witt1am Henry, Harrogate Nov13 Raworth & Co, Harr gate 


Bridgman & 


& Co, 


Jacksou & Jackson, 





Moreay, WitiiAM, Hordley, nr Ellesmere, Salop, Farmer 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct. 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bo.row, Tuomas, Great Grimsby, Commission Agent 
Great Grimsby Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
Baurtoyer, Grorce, Barnsley, Bespoke Tailor Barnsley 


Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Cave, Ricnarp, jun, Wennington, nr Lancaster, Poultry 
Breeder Preston Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

C.1ssoLD, Bertram 8teWaRrtT, Salisbury, Tailor 
Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Conway, CHARLES Francie, 
Draper Southampton Pet Oct 18 

Cuok, SAmuEL, Canterbury, Farmer Canterbury 
18 Ord Oct 18 

CraaeG, Artnur, Sheffield, Pork Butcher Sheftield 
Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Curtis, Puirie Jouy, Ipswich, Registered Plumber Ips- 
wich Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

Epmunps, Cares, Blaenclydach, Glam, Havlier Ponty- 
pridd Pet Oct18 Ord Oct 18 


Salisbury 
Eastleigh, Svuthampton, 
Ord Oct 18 

Pet Oct 


Pet 


Epwarps, A E, Leytonstone, Essex, Greengrocer High 
Court Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 18 
Epwarps, Jamus, Littlehampton, Greengrocer Biighton 


Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Evans, Davin Gairrira, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Under- 
taker Merthyr Tydfil Oct20 Ord Oct 20 

GARFIELD, Epwarp GrorGe, Pontycyn mer, Glam, Tailer 
Cardiff Pet Uct19 Ord Oct 19 

Goopyear, Josrru, Lincoln, Grocer Lincoln Pet Oct 18 
Ord Oct 18 


Guaney, WiLuiAM James, Shipton Bellinger, Hants, Green- 
grocer Salisbury Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 


Hawes, Cuarces Witi1am, Ipswich, Licensed Victualler 
Ipswich Pet Oct19 Ord Oct 19 

Heap, Ricnarp Grorce, Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet 
Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

Hopcrs, Wituiaw Harry, Heath Town, Wolverhampton, 
Dairyman Wolverhampton Pet Oct18 Ord Oct 18 

Hucurs, Hexysy Tomas, Pwllheli, Carnarvon, Grocer 
Portmadoc Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

Hurcuinson, Witttam Epwarp, Crewe, Smallware Dealer 


Crewe Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 - 
Irvinc, Cuarces Granam, Cheltenham, Bank Official 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 ? 
Jenkins, Wituiam, Nottage. Porthcawl, Glam, Collier, 


Cardiff Pet Oct18 Ord Oct1s 

Krre, s;WatteR Wi.uiam, Sidcup, Kent, 
Rochester July 20 Ord Oct 18 

Kine, Ontos, Edith rd, West Kensington, Secretary of a 
Joint Stock Company High Court Pet Oct 18 Ord 
Oct 18 

Kyicuts, Ernest Epwarp. Great Yarmouth, Hay Dealer 
Great Yarmouth Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

LAZARNICK, CHARLES, Bow Common'In, Corn Merchant 
High Court Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Leaver, Tuomas, Herne Bay, Contractor 
Pet Oct 2) Ord Oct 20 

Loyastarr, Jonn Corron, and Ernest Corron Losasrarr, 
Cambridge, Debt Collectors Cambridge Pet Oct 19 
Ord Oct 19 

McDownap, Wi1114m, North Shields, Grocer Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 19 y 

Maceer, Joux, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Baker Bir- 
mingham Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 : 

Mawer, Harry, Great Grimsby, Grocer Great Grimsby 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

Mawson, Jouy, Harrogate, Shoemaker York Pet Oct 19 
Ord Oct 19 


Stockbroker 


Canterbury 


Wrexham Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 

Moy, Hzersert Winter, Twickenham, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Nosix, Henry, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Oct 13 
Ord Oct 18 

Owen, Davin Ricuarp, Llanfachraeth, Anglesey, Innkeeper 
Bangor, Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Psosert, Witiram Gerorce, Danygraig, St Thomas, 
Swansea, Blacksmith Swansea Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 
9) 


Saunpers, Josnua Witson, Wilnesham, Suffolk, Miller 
Ipswich Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Suaw, Tuomas Henry, Bradford, Carting Agent Bradford 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

Smatit, Gi.pert Howarp, Luton, 
Luton Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

Smirn, Samuet Emerson, Lincoln, Electrical Engineer 
Lincoln Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 19 

Sranrorp, Wit.1am, Resolven, nr Neath, Glamorgan, Col- 
lier Neath and Aberavon Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 


Comm'‘ssion Agent 


Tuomas, JANET CaTHERINE, Cowbridge, Glam, Purveyor 
} of Meat Cardiff Pet Oct18 Ord Oct 18 
Tuomas, Tuomas Evan, Clydach Vale, Glam, Pulleyman 


in Colliery Pontypridd PetOct19 Ord Oct 19 

TruemMay, ALpert Epwarp, Scarborough, Fancy Goods 
Dealer Scarborough Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

Tunsraut, Jonny Roper, Bolton, Draper Bolton Pet Oct 
18 Ord Oct 18 

Vicars, H, Barnes, Surrey, Musician 
July 31 Ord Oct 14 

Waite, Witii1am Curves, Treorchy,Glam, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Wagsurton, James Wi1t114M, Dean Row, Wilmslow, Ches- 
ter, Farmer Macchester Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 


High Court Pet 





NATIONAL DISCOUNT COMPANY, LIMITED, 


CORNHILL, LONDON, 


35, 


TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS ;: NATDIS, LONDON. 


Subscribed Capital, £4,233,325. 


EDMUND THEODORE 
LAWRENCE EDLMANN CHALMERS, Esq. 
FREDERICK WILLIAM GREEN, Esq. 


Manager: 
PHILIP HAROLD WADE. 


ESTABLISHED 1856. 


Paid-up Capital, £846,665. 





DIRECTORS. 


DOXAT, Esq., Chairman. 
F. LEVERTON HARRIS, Esq., M.P. 
WALTER JAMES HERIOT, Esq. 
CHARLES DAVID SELIGMAN, Esq. 

Joint Sub-Managers : 

WATKIN W. WILLIAMS | 


FRANCIS GOLDSCHMIDT. 
Bankers: BANK OF ENGLAND; THE UNION OF LONDON AND SMITHS BANK, LIMITED. 





E.C. 


Teternones; { NO 1485 AVENUE. 


\ No. 11948 CENTRAL. 


Reserve Fund, £420,000: 


W. MURRAY GUTHRIE, Esq., Deputy Chairman. 


SIGISMUND F. MENDL, Esq. 
JOHN FRANCIS OGILVY, Esq. 


Secretary: 
CHARLES WOOLLEY, 


Approved Mercantile Bills Discounted. Loans granted upon Negotiable Securities. 

Money received on Deposit at Call and Short Notice, and Interest allowed at the Current 
Market Rates; and for Longer Periods upon Specially Agreed Terms. 

Investments and Sales of all descriptions of British and Foreign Securities effected. 
Communications on this subiect to be addressed to the Manager. 
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, s Tuorntow, Uttoxeter, Staffs, Builder Bur- | Surcuirre, Arruur, ALrrep Sutcuirrs, and Frep Sut- 
baba tems, Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 | cLirFz, Brocklands, Cheshire, Stonemasons Oct 30 at 
Wauitmorz, Cuartes Epwarp, Leicester Leicester Pet | 11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st. Manchester 

Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 | Tuomas, Tuomas Evay, Clydach Vale, Glam, Pulleyman 

Wituraxs, Carotine Janz, Swansea, Licensed Victualler | in Colliery Nov 2 at 11.30 Off Rec, Post Office 
Swansea Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 chmbrs, Taff st, Pontypridd 

“TRS TraurmMan, Atbert Epwarp, Scarborough, Fancy Goods 

FIRST, MEETINGS. Dealer Nov 3 at 4.30 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, 


BakeAccrovGu, Witt1aM Epwakrp, Bradford, Warp Twister Scarborough 
Novlatil Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford eis e , » -lat3 19 
Bictenness, WILLIAM Rosert, Maidstone, Builder Nov 3 “ae Bolton, Draper Nov 1 a : 


at1l 9, King st, Maidstone 


4 a TICARS sici Nov 5 tey 
Bourow, Taowas, Great Grimsby, Commission Agent Oct Vicars, H, Barnes, Musician Nov 1 at 12 Bankruptcy 


bldgs, Carey st 


= , aa Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Great wire Wittiam Caries, Treorchy, Glam, Collier Nov 
ricaciel : P if ic ‘ ff Ponty- 
BreTtoner, Gzorce, Barnsley, Bespoke Tailor Nov 1 at a Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Taff st, Ponty 


10.30- Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley — 

Cuisso_p, Bertram STewAkt, Salisbury, Tailor Nov 2 at 
1 ff Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Cocker, Tom, Rotherham, Yorks, Milk Dealer Nov 2 at 12 
Off Rec Figtree In, Sheffield 

Copp, Joan Witu1am, Woodhall Spa, Lincs, Tailor Nov 4 | 
at12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Conway, CHARLES Francis, Eastleigh, Southampton, 
Draper Oct 30at11 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbre, 
High st, Southampton 

Coox, Witt1am Henry, Headington, 
Oct 30 at 12 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 

Cooxsox, GrorGE, Lytham, Lancs, Coal Merchant Oct 30 
at11.15 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Curvis, Purtie Jouy, Ipswich, Registered Plumber Nov2 
at12 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Davies, Wittram Scourrietp, Ystradgynlais, Brecon, 
Grocer Oct 30at11 Off Rec, Government bldgs, St 
Mary's st, Swansea 

Dimauock, Joun Tuomas, Clacton on fea, Pork Butcher 
Nov 12 at 2 Cups Hotel, Colchester 


Wuitwortu, Tuomas, Low Fold Farm, Clayton, Yorks, 
Farmer Oct 30at11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Bennest, Georcs, Great Sankey, nr Warrington, Moss 
Litter Merchant Warrington Pet Aug 20 O:d Oct 19 

Botron, Tuomas, Great Grimsby, Commission Agent 
Great Grimsby Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Bretroner, Grorcr, Barnsley, Yorks, Bespoke Tailor 
Barnsley Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Care, Ricnarp, juo, Wennington, nr Lancaster, Poultry 
Breeder Preston Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Cook, Samugr, 8t Lawrence Farm, Canterbury, Farmer 
Canterbury Pet Oct18 Ord Oct 18 

Ovxtanp, AntauR CaAgues Stewart, St James’ pl High 
Court Pet Aug 1 Ord Oct 19 

Cursso_p, Bertram Srewast, Salisbury, Tailor 
Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Conway, Cuartes Francis, Eastleigh, Southampton, 
Draper Southampton Pet Oct18 Ord Oct 18 

Craca, Artuur, Sheffield, Pork Butcher Sheffield Pet 
Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 


Oxford, Farmer 


Salisbury 


Eaton, Eric, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs, Electrical ‘ ’ 
Engineer Oct 30 at 12 Off Rec, Byrom st, | Curtis, Paitir Joun, Ipswich, Registered Plumber Ips. 
Manchester wich Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 


Epmunps, Coarues, Blaenclydach, Glam, Haulier Ponty. 
pridd Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Epwarps, James, Littlehampton, Greergrocer Brighton 
Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Evans, Davip GrirritH, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Under. 
taker Merthyr Tydfil Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 


Epsuunpe, Caarues, Blaenclydach, Glam, Haulier Nov 2 
at 11 Off Rer, Post Office chambrs, Taff st, 
Pontypridd 

Epwakrps, A E, Hainault rd, Leytonstone, Greengrocer 
Nov lat1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Gates, J, & Co, Coventry, Agents Novi1 at 12 Off Rec, 
8, High st, Coventry 

GinsberG, Bexsamin, Warrington, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Oct 30 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester Gates, Joun, Coventry, Agent 

Goopygak, Jossrn, Lincoln, Grocer Novd4 at 11.30 Off Ord Oct 18 
Kec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln Goopyeakr, Joseru, Lincoln, Grocer Lincoln 

Goosr, Caargtes Curistopser, Dilham, Norfolk, Miller ' Ord Oct 18 
Oct 30 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwic Guaney, Wit.14M James, Shipton Bellinger, Hants, Green- 

Hawes, CuHarLes WituiAm, Ipswich, Licensed Victualler grocer Salisbury Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 
Nov 2 at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich Harris, Bensamin, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Tailor 

Hurcainsox, Witutiam Epwarp, Crewe, Smallware Dealer Birmingham Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 18 
Nov 1 st 3.45 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs Hawes, Cuarites Wiiiam, Ipswich, Licensed Victualler 

Jenkins, Wititam, Nottage, Porthcawl, Glam, Collier Ipswich Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
Oct 30 at 12.15 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff Heap, Ricnarp Grorce, Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet 

Kieutitey, Witi1am, Luton, House Decorator Oct 30 Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
at12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton Hovaes, Wittiam Harry, Heath Town, Wolverhampton, 

Kiya, Orton, Edith rd, West Kensington Nov 1 at 11 Dairyman Wolverhampton Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st Hucurs, Henry Tuomas, Pwllheli, Caroarvon, Grocer 

Lazargnick, CHARLES, Bow Common ln, Corn Merchant Portmadoc Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 16 
Nov 2at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st Hurcuinson, Wittiam Epwarp, Crewe, Smallware Dealer 

Mawson, Joun, Harrogate, Shoemaker Nov 1 at 3 Off Crewe Pet Oct18 Ord Oct 18 
Ree, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York Invinc, Caarites Granam, Cheltenham, Bank 

Miturr, Joun, Hollinwood, nr Oldham, Coal Dealer: Nov 2 Cheltenham Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham Jenkins, Witiiam, Not'age, Porthcawl, Collier Cardiff 
Moy, Hersear Winter, Witton rd, Twickenham, Licensed Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
Victualler Novy 1 at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st, Kixc, Orxtoy, Edith rd, West Kensington High Court j 
Noss, Henry, Bradford, Grocer Nov 4 at 11 Off Rec, Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
12, Duke st, Bradford Kwicuts, Eanest Epwarv,Gt Yarmouth, Hay Dealer Gt 
Saxperson, WILLIAM Epwarp, Marton Moss Blackpool, Yarmouth® Fet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
Market Gardener Oct 30at11 Off Rec, 13, Winckky Lazagrniox, Cuarites, Bow Common In, Corn Merchant 
st, Preston High Court Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 
Saunpers, Josava Wi.sox, Witnesham, Suffolk, Miller Laver, Tuomas, Herne Bay, Kent, Contractor Canter- 
Nov 2at12.50 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich bury Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 2) 
Suaw, Tuomas Henaey, Bradford, Carting Agent Nov4dat Lerusaivar, Freperick, Perbright rd, Southfields Wands- 
12 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradfoid worth Pet Sept 17 Ord Oct 19 
fnu17, Harry, Scarborough, Leather Goods Dealer Loxastarr, Jonn Cottoy, and Erxest Cotron Lona- 
Nov 3 at 4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarboiough sTAFF, Cambridge, House Agents Cambridge Pet Oct 
Sitversives, Roperr Wit11Am, Malton, Yorks, Engineer 19 Ord Oct 19 
Nov lat4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough Magee, Jouy, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Baker Birming- 
&uiTaH, Samuet Emerson, Lincoln, Electrical Engineer ham Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 
Nov 4at11 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln Mawer, Harry, Gt Grimsby, Grocer Gt Grimsby Pet | 
Smita, Witu1am LapyMan Wipperinatoy, Gt Grimsby, Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 : 
Oct 30 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrsa, Great Mawson, Joun, Harrogate, Shoemaker York Pet Oct 19 
Grimeby Ord Oct 19 | 


and Outfitter Cardiff Pet Oct i9 Ord Oct 19 


Coventry 


Pet Oct 18 


Official 





GarrieLp, Epwarp Grorce, Pontycymmer, Glam, Tailor 


Pet Sept 27 | 


Moraeay, Witu1am, Hordley Mills, Hordley, nr Ellesmere; 
| Salop, Farmer Wrexham Pet Oct 16 OrJ Oct 16 
| Nicnotsoy, Hucu Goprarey, Salisbury house, London wall 
Moto’ Car Manufacturer High Court Pet May 26 Ord 
Oct 18 
Nose, Henry, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Oct 13 
Ord Oct 19 
Owen, Davip Ricsarp, Lianfachraeth, Anglesey, Inn- 
| keeper Bangor Pet Oct !8 Od Oct 18 
Propert, Wiii1am Geonar, Danygraig, 8t Thomas, Swan- 
_ Glam, Blacksmith Swansea Pet Oct 20 Ord 
ct 20 
Raymonp, Henry Frank, Leinster sq, Westbourne grove, 
Clerk High Court Pet Sept17 Ord Oct 19 
Saunpxre, Jospua Wiison, Wilnesham, Suffolk, Miller 
Ipswich Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
Saw, Tuomas Henry, Bradford, Carting Agent Brad- 
ford Pet Oct19 Ord Oct 19 
Spiers, ALEXANDES Donatpson, Walbrook, Partnership 
Agent High Court Pet Aug 23 Ord Oct 19 
Sranrorp, Wii.1am, Resolven, nr Neath, Glam, Collier 
Neath and Aberavon Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
Srocxuam, Wituiam Fry, Skewen, Glam, Baker Neath 
Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 18 
Tuomas, Janet CATHERINE, Cowbridge, Glam, 
of Meat Cardiff Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 
Tuomas, Tomas Evay, Clydach Vale, Glam, Pulleyman 
in Colliery Pontypridd Pet Oct19 Ord Oct 19 
Tipman, Cuartes Owen, Newport, Mon, Grocer Newport, 
Mon Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 18 
| TeurmMay, Apert Epwakgp, Scarborough, Fancy Goods 
Dealer Scarborough Pet Oct19 Ord Oct19 
Tounsray, Joun Roserr, Bolton, Draper Bolton Pet Oct 
18 O:d 18 
Wairr, Wiiuiam Cuaries, Treorchy, 
Pontypridd Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 
Wanrsurron, James WIttt1AmM, Wilmslow, Chester, Farmer 


Purveyor 


Glam, Collier 


Manchester Pet Oct19 Ord Oct 19 
Warp, Tsomas Thornton, Uttoxeter, Staffs, Builder 
Burton on Trent Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 


Wuitmore, Cuartes Epwarp, Leicester Leicester Pet 
Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
Wituams, Carorine Jane, Swansea, Licensed Victualler 
Swansea Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Mann, ArtTuour, Kippax, York, Cycle Factor 
Adjud Sept 20, 1900 Annu! Oct 12, 1909 
London Gazette,—Turspay, Oct 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Acon, James, Middlesbrough, Billiard Saloon Manage 
Middlesbrough Pet Oct22 Ord Oct 22 
Asu, Percy Dempster, Lanercost rd, Tulse Hil), Clerk 
High Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 


Waketield 


Basayan, Minran Garavet, Boscombe, Hants Puvoo'e 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct 4 

Back, James, Brook, Kent, Farmer Canterbury Pet Oct 
21 Ord Oct 21 

Bagker, Jeremiau, Bradford, Licensed Victualler Brad- 
ford Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 

Boorn, James Henry, Cockermouth, Cumberland Cuocker- 


mouth Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
Bravizy, Francis Eryest, Stretford, nr Manchester, 
Barrister at Law Manchester Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 
Cave, Rowianp Cave Browy, St Auvergne, Cheltenham 
Cheltenham Pet Feb 23 Ord May 22 


| Cross, Mary Misseuue, Plymouth, Dairy Keeper Plymouth 


Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
DE MonrmornEncy, WittiaM Grorrrey BoucuArp, Viscouut 
MovustMorees, Pall mall High Court Pet Oct 21 Ord 
Oct 21 
Dowp.z, Epwarp Coryg.ivus, Swansea, Baker 
Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 
Greenwoov, Hersert, Bradford, Licensed Victualler 
@radford Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
GiLpert, Horace Wavrer, and Hersert Green, Boston, 
Lincs, Tailors Boston Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 
Goopman, Ernest, Coventry, Electric Engineer Coventry 
Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
Hiaoins, WavTsr, Shepherd’s Bush rd, Provision Dealer 
High Court Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 
Hoop, Akruur Ropert, Eastbourne Eastbourne Pet Oct 8 
Ord Oct 22 ‘s 
H owes, Ropert Otiver, North Walsham, Norfolk, Grocer 
Norwich Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 22 
Hurst, Francis Carouiye, Brighton, Milliner 
Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
Jones, Joan Murray, Aigburth, Liverpool, Coachbuilder 
Liverpool Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 


Swansea 


Brighton 





THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


24, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


MOoOORGATE STHIUAT, LONWDonN, 


EX@CLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 


application 
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Jones, Percy Haro, Shanklin, I of W, Wine Merchant Is Saving, JF, Granger rd, Ealing Nov3at12 14, Bedford Norris, FRAN«, Kingston upon Hull, Buteher- Kingston 
Newport Pet Oct 21 O1d Oct 21 f row | upon Hull "Pet Oct 21 ‘Ord Oct 21 
Lorv, Joun Herpert, Ashford, Kent Canterbury Pet Scuitter, Heten Axniz, Bournemouth, Boarding house OGDEN, JouN WILLIAM, Knifesmith Gate, Chesterfield 
Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 Proprietor Nov 3 at 3.30 Arcade chmbrs (first floor) Confectioner Chesterfield Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 23 
Manners, Geonce, and Curisroruer Thomas Grigvigzson Bournemouth ’ PAULL, CHARLES ALEXANDER, Horley, Surrey, Corn Mer- 
Mayxens, West Hartlepool, House Agents Sunder- Sonorz, Wittiam Hexmany, The Grove, Hammersmith’ chant Croydon PetJuly 23 Ord Oct 20 
land Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 Dramatic Author Nov 3 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs’) RosEerRtTs, RICHARD GRIFFITH, Hatton, Derby,.Corn Mer- 
Meocatrs, Cuanitrs Evwanv, Birmingham, Hydraulic ; Carey st ; chant Burton on Trent Pet Oct 22 “Ord O«t 22 
Engineer Birmingham Pet Sept 10 Ord Oct 21 Smavv, Girpert Howanrp, Luton, Commission Agent Nov _ Ruperts, WILLIAM, Goree, Camrose, Pembroke, Farmer 
Norais, Fraaxx. Kingston upon Hull, Butcher Kingston , Satilt Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton Pembroke Deck Pet Oct22 Ord Oct 22 
upon Hull Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 Srasvosp, Witi1am Resolven, nr Neath, Glam, Collier Ropertson, ROBERT STEEL¥, Sutherland avy, Maida Vale, 
Ocvey, Joun Witttam, Chesterfield, Confectioner Chester- Nuv3at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary’s st, | Builder High Court Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 21 
field Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 21 ; : Swansea | SMALL, GILBERT HOWARD, Luton, Commission Agent 
Pickertne, Witiiam, Newcastle on Tyne, Stationer New- Trevor, Ricuanv, and Eanest Trevor, Manchester, Cab Luton Fet Oct 19 Ord Oct 23 
castleon Tyne Pet Oct9 Ord O-+ 22 Proprietors Nov 3 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- SOMERSET, HENRY FitzRoy Epwak , 8t Ermins Hotel, 
Koverrs, Ricnarp Geivvirn, Hatton, “Derby, Coal Mer- chester Westininster High Court Pet Aug6 Ord Oct 21 
chant Burtonon Trent Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 Vixcex’, Joux, Long lane Nov 4 at 11 Bankruptcy | govispy, FRANK, Kingston upon Hull, ‘Timber Merchant 
Roserts, Wittiam, Goree, Camrose, Pembroke, Farmer bldgs, Carey st Kingston upon Hull Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
Pembroke Dock Pet Uct 22 Ord Oct 22 Watker, Joseva, Tiviot Dale, Stockport, Licensed Victual- | spony, FoRBES LUGARD, Perham rd, West Kensingt«n 
ScuicLes, Heven Annie, Bournemouth, Boarding House ler Nov 4at 11 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs,6, Vernon st, High Court Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 21 
Proprieter Poole Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 Stockport : ; lALBOT, ROBERT RANDALL, Dorchester, Dorset Dor- 
Scuotz, Wirttam Henmany, The Grove, Hammersmith, Warsurrox James Wittiam, Wilmslow, Cheshire, Farmer chester Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 22 
Dramatic Author High Court Pet Sept 28 Ord Oct 21 Nov 3 at 2.39 Off Rec,Byrom st, Manchester WALLWORK, JAMES HENRY, Ashton un'er Lyne, Lancs 
Soutspy, Frayx, Kingston upon Hull, Timber Merchant Warkiss, James Heruverr, Hopwood, Heywood, Lancs, Iusurance C lerk Ashton under Lyre PetOct2z3 Ord 
Kiogston upon Hull Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 Grocer Nov4at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton Oct 23 
Vixceyt, Joun, Long In High Court Pet Oct 4 Ord Wasraarz, Wa.rer, Balsham, Cambridge, Veterinary | Warkiss, JAMES HERBERT, Hopwoo?, Heywood, Lanc? 
Oct 21 Surgeon Nov 3 ati2 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cam- Grocer Bolton Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 2 
Wattwork, Janes Henny, Ashton under Lyne, Insurance brid g¢ WEEKS, GEORGE ROWLAND, Palm r’s Green, Builder 
Clerk Ashton under Lyne Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 WaALLeY, Samvet, Chesterfield, Draper Nov 12 at 1130 _ Edmonton Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
Warkiss, James Hervert. Hopweod, Heywood, Lanes, Angel Hotel, Chesterfield it Ate Mn SO a sajiitiatiimaiiaaiafiiagit 
Grocer Bolton Vet Oct 21 Mord Oct 21 Witpmay, Wicuram, Blandford mews, Baker st, Builder 
Weeks, Grorce Ro i, Palm Green, Builder Nov 3 at1l Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st, London 
Edmonton Pet (ct 22 rd Oct 22 Witiiams, Carotise Jane, Swansea, Licensed Victualler 
Witpmay, Wiviian, Blandf mews, Baker st, Builder Nov 4 at 11 Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary’s 


High Court Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 st, Swansea 
Wooba.t, Henny, Brunswick 1d, Poplar, Draper Pet Wootyxer & Co, Copthall chmbrs Nov 4 at 12 Bank- 
borcugh Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 2 ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
a Copthall chmbrs High Court Pet Oct 7 ADJUDICATIONS. 
—— Acoy, James, Middlesbrough, Billiard Saloon Managoer | 


FIRST MEETINGS, Middlesbrough Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
Banayan, M:unay Garaner, Boscombe, Hants Nov 3 at. Asu, Percy Demrsrer, Lavercost rd, Tulse Hill, Clerk ASSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED 
12 Off Rec, Midland Baok chmbrs, High st, South- High Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 5 
arppton Bavayay, Miuray Garatet, Boscombe, Hants Poole 


Banker, Jeremau, Bradford, Licensed Victualler N Pet Si pt 20 Ord Oct 22 ESTABLISHED 1836. 
ats Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 3ack, JAmgs, Brook, Kent, Farmer Canterbury Pet Oct 


Becxwitru, Jouy, Harrow, Builder Nov 3 at 3 14, Bedfor 21 Ord Oct 21 
row BAnkeR, JeRemtan, Bradford, Licensed Victualler Brad- FIRE. LIFE. 
Care, Ricuanv, jun, Wenniogton, nr Lancaster, P ford Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 


eae aces 
Brecder Pet Noy 4 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckl Booru, James Henry. Cockermouth, Cumberland Cucker- 
Preston ; mouth Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 BURGLARY. ACCIDENT. 
Craacu, Arrauk, Shettield, Pork Butcher Pet Nov 4 Boyv, Danitet Moragison, Earl’s Vourt sy High Court Pet 
Off Rec, Figtrve In, Shetlicld Aug 25 Ord Oct 23 y EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 
pe Monrmorexcy, WILL! Gre y Bovenarp (Vi Cross, MARY MISSELLE, Plymouth, Dairy House Keeper 
count Mouxrmorres), Pall ms ll “Nov 5 at 12 Bank Plymouth Pet Oct 22 Orda Oct 22 
ruptecy bidge, Carey st DOWDLE, EDWARD CORNELIUS, Swansea. Baker Swansea " —_— 
pe Ripper, Ex Roy.e, Leinster sq, Hyde Park Nov 5 Pet Oct 21 Ord Uct 21 Accumulated Funds (1908) £ 7,1y8,coo. 
atil Pankruptcy bldye, Carey +t FLETCHER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Weston super Mare, ss : 
Epwaros, James, Littlebumpton, Grecngrocer Nov 4 at Cabinet Maker Bridgwater Pet Oct 15 Oct Ord 25 
1130 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton GARROD, GEORGE, Colchester, Farmer Co'chester Pet ee ee - 
Evans, DAvip Guaireirn, Dowlsis, Merthyr ‘I'vdfil, Uuder- June 26 Ord Oct 212 LONDON OFFICE 4 i. Moorgate Street. 
taker Nov4 at iz Off Rec, County Court, Townhail, GILBERT, -HORACE WALTER, and HERBERT GREEN, Bos 
Merthyr Tydfil ton, Lincs, Tailors Boston Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 
Fiercnen, Frevers WittrAm, Weston super Mare, GOopMAN, ERNEST, Coventry, Electrical Engineer Coven- READY Ist NOVEMBER. 
Cabinet Maker Nev sat 30 «Off Rec, 26, Baldwin try Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
st, nwnoagg , , ; " GREENWOoD, HERBERT, Bradford, Licensed Victualler 
Gresnwoov, Herrert, Bradford, jicensed Victualler Bradford Pet Oc. 22 Urd Oct 22 
Nov 5 at11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford GRUNTWAG, BENJAMIN GOLDBERG, and ALEXANDER JONAS 66th Year of Publication. 
Gusyey, WiLtiam Janes, Shipton, Belingcr, Hants, Green- Morton, Budge row, Builders High Court Pet | 
grocer Noviatl Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st Sept 9 Ord Oct 22 
Salisbury HicGins, WALTER, Siepherds Bush rd, Provision Dealer 
Hiccts, Wacrer, Shepherd's Bus h rd, Provision Dealer High Court Pet Oat 2L Ord Oct 21 THE 
Nov 3at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st HURST, FRANCES CAROLINE brighton, Milliner Brighton 


Hurst, Frances Carounet, Bri ot on, Milliner Nov 4 at Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 % 
12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldg , Brighton JONES, JOHN MURRAY Liverpool, Coach ®uilder  Liver- 

Jones, Joun Puicir, Wattsville, Cross Key~, Mon. Miner pool Pet Oct 23° Ord Oct 23 
Nov 3 at 11 Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Ne nt JONES, Pency HAROLD, Shanklin, I of, W, Wine Mer- 


Mon chant Newport Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 
Kyicuts, Ernest Evwarp, Great Yarmouth, Hay Dealer LEWIs, EDWARD WILLIAM, JOHN CLEMi NT PHILLIPPs, 


Nov 3 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich and HENRY DAWES HAkkoD, Gray's inu rd High 
Livanos, Soruocies. Liverpool, Cotton Seed Salesman Court Pet Aug18 Ord Oct 20 
Nov 12 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool LEWIS, WALTER, Chigwell, Essex High Court Pet Sept 
Mawer, Harzy, Great Grimsby, Grocer No at 11 10 Ord Oct 22 
Off Rec, St. Muary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsb LEWIS, WALTER JAMES, Bristul, Grocer Brietol Pet Oct 5 
Morcay, Witi1Am, Hordley Mills, Hordley, pr Ellesmere 12 Ord Oct 2! 


x 


; re, 
Salop, Farmer Nov 5 at 4.30 Bridgewater Hotel LIVANUS, SOPHOCLES, Liverpool, Cotton Secd Salesman 


Ellesmere Liverpool Pet sept M Ord Get 20 i” A | # M A N A C 
Morais, Henry, Smethwick, Staffs, Grocer Nov 6 at 11.30 | Lonp, JouN HERBERT, Ashford, Kent Canterbury Pet ’ 


Ruskin chinbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 


Propert, WILtiAM Gror gz, Dany ig, St Thomas, | MANNERS, GEORGE, and CHRISTOPER THOMAS GRIEVIE- | 
Swansea, Blackermith Nov ¢ at 11.30) Of Re son, West Hartlepool, House and Estate Agents Suu- LEGAL DICEST, & DIRECTORY 


Government bldgs, St. Mary’s st, Swansea derland Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 ¥03 
FOR 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 191 O 


IRE OFFICE — 
r RE O Fic This old-established and important 
Annual is now universally recognized 
































Heap Orrive: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.c. aS the most useful 





Insurances effected on the following risks :— | LEGAL AND COMPREHENSIVE DIARY 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, Prices, 3s. 6d., 58., 6s., & 8s, Gd. 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 


* orrice including ACCIDENTS TO | FIDELITY GUARANTEE, ATER LOW & S0 N 4 
CopayA from Policy dated 170% DOMESTIC SERVANTS. | BURGLARY, | 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. LIMITED, 
A, W. COUSINS, District Manager. | LONDON WALL, LONDON. 


ever published. 





























